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tem and opposed to unnecessary bureau-
cratic regulation. However, when I see
a need for a new law it is promoted with
equal vigor.

During the Christmas recess, several of
my banking friends sent me a copy of a:
letter they had recelved from some New
York promoter in which he offered to
furnish them U.S. currency at a
premium. This means he has been
hoarding it and now endeavors to sell it
to banks at a profit. I feel a law should
be enacted which would prevent this
while at the same time protecting the
right of the legitimate collector. The
letter was sent to the Johnstown Bank,.
Johnstown, Ohio, and follows:

PoRT CHESTER COIN EXCHANGE,
Inc., CoIN WRAPPING AND Dg-
LIVERY SERVICE,

346 North Main Street,
Port Chester, N.Y.

Dear Sir: Your bank s facilng a severe
coin shortage at this time which will soon
be compounded by the Christmas season de-
mand. As you well know, the Federal Re-
serve Is unable to meet your coin require-
ments now, and this problem will hamper
you severely in servicing your customers’
coln needs. .

We are currently helping many banks and
financlal institutions around the country to
solve thelr coin shortage. We can supply
your bank with all the coins you need,
shipped to your nearest commercial airport,
air express collect. Shipments are made con-
tinuously from Monday through Saturday.

Rates, including dellvery to Kennedy In-
ternational Airport, are as follows:

Costs you
$1, 020. 00

1, 047. 50
1, 300. 00
Please call me at 914-939-9839 for prompt

and courteous service and any further in-
formation.

Very truly yours,

PorT CHESTER COIN EXCcHANGE, INC.,

MILTON SCULKY.

JAMES MIiICHAEL SILVERTHORN
SPEAKS ON DEMOCRACY

(Mr. ASHBROOK (at the request of
Mr. Don H. CLAUSEN) was granted per-
mission to extend his remarks at this
point in the Recorp and to include ex-
traneous matter.)

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, each
year the Veterans of Foreigh Wars of the
United States and its ladies auxiliary
conducts a Voice of Democracy contest.
This year over 300,000 school students
participated in the contest, competing for
the 5 scholarships which are awarded
as the top prizes. The contest theme
was “Democracy—What It Means to Me.”
The winner for the State of Ohio was
James Michael Silverthorn, of 320 North
Third Street, Coshocton, Ohlo, and he
will be competing for national honors.

Coshocton is very proud of Jim and I-
am very honored that he is from the dis-
trict I am privileged to represent. He
will be visiting Washington on March 8,
1966, and attend the annual congres-
sional dinner of the VFW. I certainly
wish him luck in the final competition
and, win or lose, he has brought_great
honor to his school, his family, his State.

His prize-winning theme 1s excellent
and I am including it with these remarks.
DeMocracy: WHAT IT MeANS To ME
(By James Michael Silverthorn)

Democracy—a flne sounding word. Idke
motherhood, and baseball. And like most
fine sounding words, 1t 1s so often used and
misused it has lost virtually all meaning,

The standard, stock definition of democ-
racy Is “government or rule by the people.”
We give this pat definition when one is re-
quired, yet it means preclsely nothing.

What good 1s democracy? How can it pos-
sibly work? Philosophers since Plato have
asked those questions. Hitler sald, “We splt
in the face of democracy.” How can we an-
swer such challenges? ,

Well, 1t is really quite simple: democracy
as defined, does not work. No large group of
people, certalnly no nation could possibly
have a stable, well-run soctety under a gov-
ernment by the people. Indeed, the only
governments today which claim to be the
people’s are those which make a mockery of
the very concept of democracy-—the People’s
Republic of China, the People’s Republic of
Poland.

No, pure democracy with all the people,
with all their differing ideas and interests,
having a contlnual voice, can never result
in anything but chaos. But we in America
have found a way, a method of having an es-
tablished governmental suthority, yet allow-
ing the collective will of the people to remain
supreme.

Our republican democracy does not lessen
the responsibilities of the individual, it mag-
nifles them to a sometimes terrifying extent.
Suddenly it is not one’s own wishes or will
that matters, for declslons must be made for
the common good, representatives chosen for
all the people.

Still the basic democratic spirit behind it
all remalins. Democracy igs not so much an
exact means of government but a way of
life, eyeglasses through which to see the im-
portance of the Individual.

Just before World War II, an American
missionary was speaking to a Japanese police
captain. The captaln, scofing at the mis-
sionary, locked out the window. Below was
an aged peasant plodding along with a heavy
burden on his back.

“You see him?” the captain asked. “He
doesn’t mean that to us,” he spat out snap-
ping his finger. “But give us a million like
him, and he 1z important. The individual
means nothing.” So you see, is it so strange
to say respecting individual importance is
revolutionary?-

Yet it works the other way, too. As indi-
viduals have formed the government, so' they
owe it thelr loyalty and respect.

Recently, a young man was stopped by a
police officer on suspielon of drunken driving,
When word reached the young man’s mother,
she went to challenge the officer. Publicly,
she and her son attacked him.,

News of this police brutality spread. Five
days later, 3¢ people were dead and millions
of dollars of damage had been done. The
Watts distriet should always be a mohument
to the danger of public disrespect for proper
authorlty.

It 1s easy to list the duties of citizens: vot-
ing, paying texes, keeping informed. For
us, students approaching adulthood, the du-
ties are even more awesome, We must pre-
pare ourselves for future participation in our
gsociety. The preparation includes learning
about our government, and more importantly
gaining an acquaintance with the basic phil-
osophy of Americanlsm,

But despite these facts, the basic require~
ments can be summed up in & few phrases.
We as cltizens are individuels with unde-
niable rights and must see others as individ-
uals with the same rights. We as establish-
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ers and maintgdners of the government owe it
attention and participation.
-and-take 1s the only fairplay

REPUBLICAN POLICY COMMITTEE
STATEMENT ON VIETNAM

(Mr. RHODES of Arizona (at the re-
quest of Mr. Don H. CLAUSEN) Wwas
granted permission to extend his remarks
at this point in the Recorp and to in-
clude extraneous matter.)

Mr. RHODES of Arizona. Mr.
Speaker, as chairman of the House Re-
publican policy committee, I would like
to place in the Recorp an important pol-
icy committee statement on Vietnam
which was adopted at our Tuesday,
March 1, meeting:

REPUBLICAN PoLICY COMMITTEE STATEMENT
ON VIETNAM

The deep ivision within the Democratic
Party over American policy in Vietnam is
prolonging the war, undermining the morale
of our fighting men and encouraging the
Communist aggressor. It has confused the
people In other nations about the American
purpose and has led North Vietnam to be-
lieve that In time we may falter, that we do
not have the necessary will or determination
to win. As a result, the peace that this
Nation and the free world seeks has been de-
layed, the fighting intensified, and the threat
of a major war deepened.

In an effort to please the conflicting ele-
ments in the Democratic Party, the admin-
istration has had to dodge and shift. Its
policy and position on Vietnam continues to
be marred by indecision, sudden change and
frequent reinterpretation. Under the cir-
cumstances, 1t 1s little wonder that the en-
emy has been encouraged, our friends dis-
mayed, and the “national unity that can do
more to bring about peace negotiations than
almost any other thing” has been.delayed.

We, therefore, call upon the President to
disavow those within his party who would
divide this country as they have divided the
Democratic Party. Certainly, as the Presi-
dent has stated, '“there is much more that
unites us than divides us.” Iowever, as long
as the party in power cannot agree on such
basic 1ssues as whether Americans should be
in Vietnam at all, what our Nation is trying
to achieve there and whether the right means
are being used, there will continue to be un-
certaintles, misunderstandings, and fears
about the war in Vietnam. America, indeed
the world, is waiting for the President to take
command of his party. Until this is done,
the dlvisive debate will continue, the con-
fusion will grow, and a peaceful solution
wilt elude us.

Republicans are united in their support
of the fighting men in Vietnam. We also
support a policy that will prevent the suc-
cess of aggression and the forceful conquest
of South Vietnam by North Vietnam,

In addition, we belleve that the people of
South Vietnam should have an opportunity
to live thelr lives in peace under a govern-~
ment of their own choice, free of Communist
aggresslon.

Certainly, these objectives cannot be re-
allzed by admitting the Communists to a
share of power in a coalitlon government.
For this is “arsenic In the medicine,” the
“fox In the chicken coop.” It would pave
the way for a Communlst takeover as surely
ag dld the cosalition governments in Poland,
Czechoslovakia, Rumania, and Hungary. -
Moreover, it would make a cruel and inde-
fensible mockery of the sacrifices of the
fighting men in Vietnam.
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sibility of the employer when the move
involves a transfer from one permanent
duty station to another at the request of
the cmployer. A bill H.R. 10607 has been
recommended by the President and was
favorably reported by the Government
Operations Committee of the House
under which the Federal Government
would reimburse such expenses to its
cmployees.

‘vhe (nternal Revenue Service has re~
rontly announced that reimbursements
in these latter categories must be treated
as taxable compensation; that is, the
employer must withhold, and the em-
ployee must include the reimbursement
in his income and not deduct the ex-
pense—see Revenue Ruling 65—158, pub-
lished June 14, 1965, and T1R-754 pub-
lished August 9, 1965. While the Service
had btaken a similar position in earlier
rulings and cases, its previous attempts
io enforee its position had been spotty,
and the pre-1965 court decisions had
hoen inconclusive—see statement on sec-
tion 213 of the 1964 act, in Senate Re-
port No. 830, 88th Congress, 2d session,
page 71, The Service’s recent announce-
ments were precipitated by a court of
appeals decision in its favor last April,
pn which the taxpayer sought—but the
Justice Department opposed—review in
the Supreme Court—see U.S. v. K enneth
. England, 345 ¥. 2d 414 (CA-T), certi-
orari denied, January 1966, 34 U.S. Law
Week 3242,

The latter categories of moving ex-
penses—such as expenses of selling the
cmployee’s home at the old duty station
and expenses while occupying temporary
quarters at the new post for a limited
neriod—are genuinely employer business
expenses and 1ol employee expenses. To
{reat them as taxable is grossly unfair
tn the thousands of employees involved,
most of whom earn less than $10,000 a
year. It is also bad soclal policy, since
it constitutes a drag on the mobility of
labor and of industry.

Nothwithstanding the large number of
{ransfers that take place—an estimated
340,000 military personnel, more than
150,000 private industry employees, and
125000 Federal civilian employees—the
revenue impact of corrective legislation
would not be too substantial. Thus, ap-
propriate limitations can be placed on
tliose eligible and the amounts to be ex-
cluded in each case. Furthermore, the
entire issue is still being litizated and
most affected employees probably have
not been treating these items as taxable
anyway, so the revenue loss should prob-
ably be viewed in any case as poten-
tial rather than actual.

A legislative solution is highly desir-
able. Without a prompt and definitive
soluticn, employers are in a difficult po-
sition in not knowing whether they ac-
tually are required to withhold; em-
ployees, in not knowing whether they
should report. and if they do report, in
perhaps being forced to litigate; and the
Siervice in attempting to achieve consist-
cnt enforcement.

A short summary of my bill, which is
identical to H.R. 13070 introduced on
February 24 by our colleague, the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. Burkkel, is set forth herewith.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

In addition to the cost of moviny the
employee, his family, and household
goods to the new place of work, which
are clearly ncntaxable under present law,
the bill would exclude from the income
of an employee vwho has worked for the
same or a related employer for at least
o year at the time of the transfer, reim-
bursements for reasonable expenses in-
surred by reason of the move in the fol-
lowing areas:

First. Travel for the employee ard his
wife to seck permanent guarters at the
new location;

Second. Expenses while occupying
temporary querters at the new Jocation
for a period generally not to excead 30
days;

Third. Expenses incident to the em-
ployee selling his home at the old duty
station and purchasing a residence at
the new location;

Fourth. Miscellaneous expenses di-
rectly connested with the move, but not
to exceed the lesser of 2 weeks’ pay or
$1,000 in the case of a family man with
the maximum exclusion being reduced
by one-half for an employee having no
Tamily.

Mr. Speaker, employees who are di-
rected to move by their employers should
not have to pay tax on expenditures
which primarily benefit their employers.
Passage of the bill would simply recog-
nize this furdamental principle.

e LSt e s

DEMOCRACY-—WHAT IT MEANS
TO ME

(Mr. ANDREWS of North Dakoia (ab
the request of Mr. Dow . CLAUSEN) Was
egranted permission to extend his re-
marks at this point in the Recorn and
to include extraneous matter.)

Mr. ANDREWS of Norih Dakota. Mr.
Speaker, this year more than 200,000
young Americans participated in the
Voice of Democracy contest sponsored by
the Veterars of Forgign Wars of the
United States and its ladies auxiliary.
The theme this year was “Democracy—
What It Means to Me.” .

The winning speech in North Ilakota
was presented by 17-year-old Charles
Alan Collins, of Fargo, who calls upon
his fellow students to concentraie on
“what is right with America” rather than
“what is wrong with America.”

Mr. Speaker, I include the trxt of
Charles Alan Collins’ speech at this peint
in the Rzcorp:

DeMOCRACY-—WHAT IT MEANS TO ME

What does democracy mean to mne? I
could write a boolk, and still not give the full
answer, for the true meaning of deniccracy
could never be confined to a printed page.
It is a concept in the minds of men that
defies limitations. It is a dream tkat has
lived in the hearts of men for over 1965 years.
It is that intangible “something” that gradu-
ally becomes a living part of each one of us.

It is that “something inside” that made
the soldier in Vietnam haist a small Ameri-
can flag just minutes before he weni down
under enemy fire. It is that “something in-
side” that made “Joe Smith, American” de-
cide o he beaten to death rither thar reveal
a vital defense secret to the enemy. It is
that “something inside’” that made our boys
who recently returned home on furlough
from Vietnam say: “We want to go back and
finish this joh.”
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Wwhat is that “something inside”? Mayhe
it is the remembrance of the little things in
life back home that have suddenly becomeo
terribly important—the smell of rom’s
homemade rolls, the pungent odor of dad's
pipe, the arguments with sis over the car,
the crowd at the pizza shop after the show,
the many arguments over political issuos—
and suddenly they know that these repre-
sent a way of life that must be preserved.

Maybe this is why I, a 17-year-old who
may soon be standing in their shoes, am tak-
ing a more appreciative look at these very
same freedoms which I, too, am wearing too
easily like comfortable old shoes. Whut can
I, a lone high school student do about il?
Much. I know Iam only one, but I am one—
and since a nation is no stronger than its
weakest link, I must try to make my link os
strong as possible. I can try to strengthen
my own personal character and integrity.

I can support the rules of my school and
town. I may not agree with all of thcm,
but I will obey them as I know they rep-
resent the Democratic majority. I can learm
more about my rights under the Constitution,
but I must also remember that with these
rights come certain responsibilities. I can-
not complain about my constitutional rights
if, in so doing, I would be denying these
same constitutional rights to those about
me. Knowing that the real war of lhe
present is being fought for the control of
men's minds, I must try to sharpen my mind
by wide reading of current problems, by
kunowing well the political candidates, by
more critical listening, and more coreful
evaluations. To These ends I am active in
the high school debate program, the student
congress legislative program, school gov-
ernment and local junior politics.

Along with my classmates I can encourage
the use of justice and fair play in school
affairs. We can vote to keep the Pledge of
Allegiance in the school and encourage more
respect for our flag. We can strengthen our
school Americanism program. We can en-
courage our fellow students to think along
the lines of “what's right with America,”
rather than “what’s wrong with America."”
We can create interest in polities by sutling
up student polls at election time. Wo can
emphasize the importance of maintairing
the institutions of our Government which
protect our life, liberty, and property-—for
governments do not preserve themselves—
they are preserved only by the vigilance of
those to whose guardianship they have been
committed-—and the price of freedom is eter-
nal vigilance.

And when the defense of these frecdoms
calls for our draft numbers to be called,
we can answer in the words of Daniel Webs-
ter: “I was born an American; I live an
American; I shall die an American, no man
can suffer too much and no man can fall
too soon if it be in defense of the liberties
and the constitution of his country.”

NEW LAW NEEDED

(Mr. ASHBROOX (at the requcst of
Mr. Don H. CLAUSEN) was granted per-
mission to extend his remarks at this
point in the Rrcorp and to include ex-
traneous matter.)

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, I was
one who opposed the new coinage law
because I felt that, despite the pro-
nouncements of the liberal economist,
Gresham’s law would apply. It is rather
obvious that it has. One of the side
effects of this situation has been the im-
proper trafficking in American currency
by some unscrupulous individuals. I
have a record which is rather clearly
pitted against improper governmental
interference in the free enterprise sys-
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This apathy can be met in the same way as
the external peril, First, of course, by a con-
viction in democracy, and secondly, by a
knowing willingness to fight, If we, the
youth, fulfill these, then no longer can it be
said that, “Youth 1s wasted on the young.”
But, instead, it may be sald that, “Ah,
youth—what can you not do?"’

However, we still must keep in mind that
“democracy undefended and untended 1s de-
mocracy ended.”

VIETNAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PaT-
1EN). Under previous order of the
House, the gentleman from New York
[Mr. BincuaMm] is recognized for 30 min-
utes.

(Mr, BINGHAM asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) .

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise
at this time to submit to the House cer-
tain observations with regard to the situ-
ation in Vietnam, to discuss some of the
implications of the ideas suggested in
recent days by the distinguished junior
Senator from New York, and to make
a proposal which I believe logically fol-
lows from Senator Kennepy’s confribu-
tion.

To start with, let me emphasize once
again that, agonizing as the conflict is
in Vietham, I am in agreement with
President Johnson that we cannot with-
draw from Vietnam and let the Com-
munists take over. I also salute the
President for continuing to resist the
pressure of those who would expand and
escalate the war. I believe that, in pur-
suing a middle course between these two
extremes, the President has the support,
as the polls continue to show, of the great
majority of the people of this country.
The differences that exist among us are
concerned for the most part with the
question of what course to follow be-
tween withdrawal and an all-out effort
to achieve a military solution, come what
may. The President has repeatedly
stated that he will continue to seek a
peaceful settlement, and T am convinced
of his profound desire to achieve that
end. Nevertheless, I respectfully submit
that, in spite of all the much publicized
“peace offensive” of last December and
January, the administration has not yet
been sufficiently resourceful or flexlble
in its efforts to get negotiations started.
Tn fact, recent developments create the
impression that the administration. is
no longer giving much thought to the
question of how to achieve a negotiated
settlement.

In considering this matter, it seems
pertinent first of all to examine the fol-
lowing crucial question: Why, in spite
of all the efforts that have been made
since last April to get discussions started,
has Hanoi steadfastly refused to respond?

The guestion is the more puzzling be-
cause Hanoi has been under some pres-
sure from nonalined states, and pre-
sumably also from some Communist
states, to agree to talks, and because the
toll of the conflict on North Vietnam, as
well as on the Vietcong, must be con-
siderable. Peiping-has every reason to
prefer the continuance of the conflict,
but the same cannot be said of Hanoi.

Why then the intransigence?
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The first answer, which is obvious bub
nevertheless needs explicit recognition in
these days of sloganeering, is that the
Hanoi government has concluded that
its interest would not be served by
agreeing to talks, or, to put it another
way, that the disadvantages of agree-
ing to talks outwelgh the advantages.

Such an answer of course leads directly

' to the next question, why has the Hanol

regime arrived at that conclusion? '

Here what evidence we have is scanty
and unreliable—for even what leaders in
Hanoi have told reporters and foreign
diplomats may well not be the truth.
But what does an analysis of the objec-
tive facts suggest?

One theory is that Hanoi chooses to
continue the conflict because that is what
Peiping wants and Hanol is afraid of
Peiping. While granting the truth of
both premises, I cannot credit the the-
ory. There is nothing Peiping could rea-
sonably do to Hanoi other than public
castigation, if Hanol were to agree to
negotiations. Indeed, Hanoi would have
far more to fear from Peiping if Hanol
were devastated by a protracted and per-
haps intensified war and thereby ren-
dered hopelessly dependent on Peiping.

Another theory is that Hanol is afraid
it could not control the Vietcong if it
were to agree to a cease-fire, especially
since the Vietcong and its supporters
would be afraid of being cut to bits by &
vengeful Saigon government, Two com-
ments are pertinent here: first, without
support from Hanol the Vietcong could
not effectively keep fighting for long; sec-
ond, Hanoi could agree to talk and at the
same time refuse to stop fighting until
offective arrangements had been made,
presumably under international control,
for protection of the Communists in the
south from violent retribution.

The principal theory that administra-
tion spokesmen advance for Hanol’s in-
transigence is that Hanoi feels eventual-
ly the United States will get tired and
quit just as France did, and that there-
fore time is on Hanoi’s side. The ad-
ministration says Hanoi is encouraged in
this view by the antiwar demonstrations
in the United States and by the criticism
of U.S. policies expressed by prominent
members of the legislative branch and
others. Itishard to see how Hanol could
be so misled, in the face of the repeated
commitments of the administration, the
massive and continued buildup of our
forces in South Vietnam, the lack of sup-
port for withdrawal shown in the U.S.
public opinion polls, and the overwhelm-
ing support in Congress for money hills,
such as the one passed by the IHouse
yesterday.

Nevertheless, there may be something
to the theory. Being a totalitarian
state, Hanoi may overestimate the im-
portance of expressed dissent in the
United States. Moreover, Hanoi may
not distinguish between those who favor
abandoning the struggle—a tiny minor-
ity—and those who believe we have not
done enocugh to get peace talks started—
still probably a minority, but a much
larger one. Parenthetically, I must say
that some writers and some administra-
tion officlals have contributed to this
confusion by their tendency to lump all
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the critics together and by careless use
of terms such as “the appeasers.”

In any event, whatever the significance
of this factor, it seems clear that debate
and dissent cannot be shut off. Ii we
were to have a formal declaration of war,
the situation might be different, but I
know of no responsible person who wants
such a declaration. I do believe the sit-
uation could be ameliorated if those
groups and individuals who are most
critical of the administration’s policies
should make it clear in public statements
that they do not approve Hanoi’s refusal
to agree to peace talks. As matters
stand, these organizations, having totally
refrained from any criticism of Hanoi,
have allowed that regime to belleve that
they approve of its intransigence. A
welcome contrast has been provided by
the World Council of Churches, which
addressed its criticism and its pleas to
both sides.

Perhaps in this situation we do pay a
price for our freedoms, especially for the
intensely public airing of the issues
which took place in the nationally tele-
vised Senste hearings. But it is a price
we must pay or lose the essence of the
very ideas we are fighting to breserve
and protect. The Senate hearings were
themselves a stunning example of de-
mocracy in action, and served to under-
line the fact that the differences are
more on matters of tactics than of prin-
ciple or national purpose.

I have no doubt that the administra-
tion is doing what it can to convey to
Hanoi through all available communica-
tion channels the evidence that the
United States is not going to get tired
and quit. The evidence is there, in terms
of historical examples of our staying
power, and in terms of U.S. public opin-
ion, as reflected in the Congress and
otherwise, And  HManoi should get the
message too—not in terms of a threat but
in terms of & cool appraisal of the likely
trend of American thinking—that, if
there is to be a change in the present
policy of limited military action, it is
more likely to be in the direction of more
drastic action than in the direction of
withdrawal.

The pressures on the President today
are probably stronger from the “hawks”
than from the “doves.” I would myself
be strongly opposed to any expansion of
the bombing of North Vietnam, especially
of the cities, and I do not believe it would
achieve our objectives, but in the process
North Vietnam would suffer incalculable
damage.

In our efforts, public and private, to
convince Hanoi that we will not with-
draw, that we will stay for years if neces-
sary, we may be aided by the fact that so
far Hanoi’s “hawks” have been proved
wrong, just as our “hawks” have been.
Perhaps it 1s in the nature of hawks to
overestimate the effectiveness of their
own military strategy, and to underesti-
mate the determination of the people on
the other side.

So much for what Hanoi may see as
the disadvantages of entering into nego-
tiations.

Now, let us look at the other side of
the coin, that is, the possible ad-
vantages, from Hanoi’s point of view, of
starting negotiations. The question Ho

Approved For Release 2005/07/13 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000400050007-6



1

©’hi Minh and his advisers must ask
themselves is: What would it be reason-
iable for them to expect they might be
uble to achieve through negotiations?

The quick answer is: Not much. On
the public record, what we have offered
them, in essence, is economic aid for
North Vietnam and the opportunity to
contest elections in the south. So far as
the offer of economic aid is concerned—
though I believe it is a sophisticated and
indeed statesmanlike thing to do—it can-
not be much of an inducement. It could
be distorted to look very much like a kind
of bribe, the acceptance of which would
be virtually a humiliation, especially for
a state which has been consistently
trumpeting the superiority of commu-
nism. Moreover, Hanoi could not know
how much such aid would amount to or
how long it would last.

Az to the attractiveness of elections in
the south, even assuming international
supervision would be provided, we need
ask ourselves just one question: Would
we be willing tc accept the result of elec-
tions held in the north by the govern-
ment of Hanoi, even under international
supervision? Of course not. Then why
should we expect Hanoi to see the prob-
lem differently, if elections were to be
held in the south by the Saigon govern-
raent, even under international super-
vision?

It is in this area—the need for provid-
ing Hanoi with a good rcason for coming
to the nesotiating table—that I feel the
administration’s policy has tended to be
sterile and unimaginative. And it is in
precisely this area that I believe Senator
ILOoBERT F. KENNEDY, in his statement of
February 19 and subsequent comments,
has performed a real service.

His statement has been violently—and
predictably—attacked in some quarters.
In others, it has been dismissed with
basty and glib cliches that compare most
unfavorably with the calm and well-rea-
soned quality of the statement itself.
1 would not have expected the adminis-
tration to indorse the statement. That
might well have been construed as giving
away too much before the bargaining
has even started. But I should have
thought the administration might well
have said, as Ambassador Goldbersg and
My, Moyers reportedly did, that these are
all matters which would be subjects for
discussion at the negotiating table. In
still other quarters, Senator KENNEDY'S
statement has been misconstrued, de-
liberately or otherwise, and there has
been eonfusion about what he actually
said. Many commentators, I feel sure,
nazver read the full text of his original
siatement.

in essence, Senator KEnNwEDY’s basie
position is threefold:

¥irst. U.S. withdrawal from Vietnam
is unthinkable:

Beeond. A military victory in Vietnam
is not out of the question but presents
siaggering difficulties and dangers;

Third. If we mean what we say about
wanting 1o get negotiations started, we
must be prepared to give up something:
We must, be willing to accept the possi-
bility that negotiations might result in
same form of governmental arrangement
in South Vietnam in which the dissident
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elements there would have a share of
power and responsibility. This result
might come about through # single con-
ference or many meetings, or by a slow
undramatic process of gradual accommeo-
dation.

Senator KENNEDY fully recognized that
there are risks involved in any system of
shared power but he suggested that the
risks could be made acceptable If we
bring to bear sufficient skill and political
wisdom to find the point at which par-
ticipation-—by the dissident elements in
South Vietham--does not bring domina-
tion or internsl conquest and if the
agreement arrived at is backed up by
international guarantees.

He did not propose any specific or de-
tailed arrangemenis. He never men-
tioned the word ‘“coalition.”” He cer-
tainly did not speak of any attempt by
us to impose a solution on the govern-
ment or the people of South Vietnam.
He stated:

We must be willing to face the uncertain-
ties of election, and the possibility of an
eventual vote on reunification.

And again:

We must insist that the political process
go forward under the rigorous supervision
of a trasted international body.

Thus it seems clear that the kind of
system of shared power and responsi-
bility he was talking about would be an
interim arrangement, pending elections
and the further development of the polit-
ical process.

He fully recognized that the United
States cannot proclaim in advance the
precise terms of an acceptahle political
settlement and that we could not start
the bargaining process by rovealing all
the concessions we might be prepared to
make,

The key to Senator Kennepy’s whole
statement, it seems to me, is his recogni-
tion of the fact that, if we are to persuade
Hanoi to start discussions looking toward
a peaceful settlement, we must be pre-
pared bto eliminate any reasonable fear
that we ask them to talk only to demand
their surrender.

Who can contest that thesis?

If others have ideas of how o make our
proposal of unconditional tzlks appear
more attractive to Hanoi, let them come
forward and state them.

In the meantime, let us lock carefully
at wha' Senator Kenneny has had to say
on the merits, and not in terns of invec-
tive or cliches.

Sharzd power is not a new concept in
our dealing with the Communist world.
On a gzographical or partition basis, we
agrecd to it for Germany and Korea.
We shared authority with the Soviets in
Austria and in Berlinz; one arrangement
was ended by a peace treaty, the other
broke down and was followed by the Ber-
lin wall, but neither arrangerient ended
with a Communist takeover. The same
inconchisive result occurred in Laos:
while the tripartite government there did
not work; it did not end in disaster. In
fact, the net result has been that the
neutralist faction which started out pro-
Communist has ended up pro-Western.

True, no government cabine} which in-
cluded Communists has proved stable.
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Czechoslovakia is the classic case, to
which all point, of a total Communist
takeover, but that takeover had the Red
army behind it. In other cases, the col-
lapse of coalition governments has not
always favored the Communists, France,
Italy, and Finland have all survived such
periods. And recently in Indonesia,
where Communists were playing a major
role and apparently attempted a coup,
the result has been a violent reaction
against them.

I know-—and I am sure Senator Kex-
NEDY knows—that the Communists in
Peiping and Hanoi would look upon any
system of shared power as a device to
enable them ultimately to seize total
bower. But does anyone think Hanoi
and Peiping will give up their hopes of
taking over South Vietnam if they are
successfully driven out by force of arms?

Any course that we take involves risks,
as Senator KENNEbY pointed out. And
nothing that we could do-—literally noth-
ing, not even a nuclear flattening of
every Chinese and North Vietnamese
city—could guarantee for the long run
the elimination of the Communist threat
in the Far East and southeast Asia. So
let us soberly and calmly analyze the
alternatives that lie before us, and see
whether the risks involved in the most
bromising feasible course can be made
manageable.

It seems to me important—and I spe-
cifically propose—that the best brains in
this country and elsewhere in the free
world be mobilized to seek answers to the
following questions:

First. What kind of governmental
structure could be devised for South
Vietnam that would permit the various
dissident elements to play an appropriate
role in the government and political life
of the country, under a system of safe-
guards and checks and balances that
would prevent one side or the other
from seizing total control?

Second. What form of international
supervision and guarantees would be
most effective? Since the U.N. does not
include either North or South Vietnam in
its membership, a beefed-up Interna-
tional Control Commission might serve
the purpose.

Third. What form of interim govern-
ernment could be estaklished for the
conduct of elections with sufficient im-
partiality to command the confidence
and cooperation of all elements?

Fourth. What should be the nature of
the elections and of the government to
follow so as to provide the best chance
of political stability in the future? My
own guess is that only some kind of par-
liamentary government, with provision
for proportional representation, would
have a chance of being viable in a coun-
try such as South Vietnam which has
never known democracy. The kind of
winner-take-all, two-sided contest which
is characteristic of our own presidential
elections would be likely, it scems to me,
to represent an impossibly explosive set-
up. It takes a rare strength of tradition
for the losers in such a situation to ac-
cept the result peacefully. To my knowl-
edge no new nation has yet succeeded
in achieving this level of political ma-
turity. Like dangers would arise in any
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proposed referendum or other voting
procedure in which the people would be
expected to abide by the results—which
might be close—of a once-for-all vote
on whether or not to have a Communist
government.

Such a study, it seems to me, should
be carried out now, so that its results
would be available in the event negotia-
tions do get underway. The very fact
that the study was in process might well
be a factor to help induce Hanoli to start
talking. .

I am not suggesting that the U.S,
Government should itself undertake the
study, or even sponsor it. This might be
construed as a commitment in advance
to accept the recommendations.

Instead, I believe a private organiza-
tion, such as the Ford Foundation, should
undertake the work, either directly or
through some other agency.

The participants in the study should
include experts from other countries,
such as Finland, India, and Italy, where
Communists have played an active part
in the political life of the country, and
experts of southeast Asia and on the
postwar  history of Czechoslovakia,
Quite possibly, actual responsibility for
convening the experts and conducting the
study should be left to an international
institute or a university of international
renown.

In proposing this study, I am well
aware that the whole idea may be repug-
nant to the Government of South Viet-
nam. That Government, whether led
by Premier Ky or another, will no doubt
continue to press for total control of
South Vietnam for itself, and will bit-
terly oppose settling for less. That the
Saigon leaders clearly do not have the
power to obtain this for themselves, even
with unlimited aid from us in the form
of equipment, materiel, supplies, and so
forth, will not deter them. Saigon will
hope, and indeed demand, that the
United States assign whatever forces
are needed to the task of accomplishing
this objective.

While this desire on the part of Saigon
is certainly understandable, that we
should feel obligated to give effect to it
seems to me fantastic. By no stretch of
the imagination could our past commit-
ments be so construed.

Essentially, our position vis-a-vis Sal-
gon is an unassailably strong one. At
any point that they do not want to agree
to what we believe it necessary and de-
sirable to do, we can always return to the
system of aid which we followed for so
long with Salgon, and which was suffi-
cient in the case of Greece and Turkey
in the crucial days after World War II,
ald limited to supplies, materiel, and
military advisers.

It is encouraging that we apparently
have succeeded in persuading the Ky
government of the importance of the
nonmilitary side of our joint efforts.
Recent press stories from South Vietnam
indicate the depth of the problems, espe-~
cially the persistence of systems of spe-
cial privilege which the existing Govern-
ment has been reluctant to abandon.
We have given far too little attention to
these matters before now, and the varl-
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ous statements comprising the Hono-
ljulu Declaration are a good augury.
The more successful these efforts are,
the easler we will find 1t to hold fast the
areas under Saigon’s control and to ex-
pend those areas, and the stronger our
position will be when negotiations start.

I know, also, that many Americans
who are directly engaged in the bitter
struggle in South Vietnam have de-
veloped such a profound hatred for the
Vietcong, because of their cruelly and
terrorist tactics, that they cannot con-
ceive of negotiating with them or of
according them any role in the future
political processes of the country. But
existing U.S. policy is one of desire to
deal with Hanoi, and even to grant
Hanoi economic aid after the conflict is
over. Is Hanoi any less responsible for
the horrors of the Communist tactics in
the south than the officers and men of
the Vietcong?

This is & case, it seems to me, where
those who bear the brunt of the conflict
cannot be expected to view in perspective
the question of how best to achieve the
totality of American objectives in south-~
east Asia. They may well, under the
stress of hardship, danger, and ever-
present tragedy, lose sight of what is in
fact our goal.

I know that President Johnson wants
to end the confliet, wants it deeply and
fervently. I believe he would be eager
to follow a new approach to achieve that
end through a settlement that might be
less than perfect for either side, but
would achieve our essential objects: to
bring the conflict to an end, provide sta-
bility in the area, and preserve the right
of self-determination for the South Viet-
namese people.

(Mr. UDALL (at the request of Mr.
BincuaM) was granted permission to ex-
tend his remarks at this point in the
RECORD.)

Mr. UDALL. Mr. Speaker, our col-
league from New York [Mr. BineHAM]
has, I believe, done us a great service by
redirecting our attention to some of the
more elusive yet vitally important real-
ities which have thus far thwarted our
efforts to move the Vietham conflict to
the conference table. He has suggested
a creative line of thinking and a prac-
tical approach which deserves our coIi-
sideration.

I would hope that the action of the
Congress yesterday in authorizing sup-
plemental defense funds for the main-
tenance of United States and allled forces
now in Vietnam might relieve the air
of crists which has affected the tenor
of discussion these past few days, and
permit a more dispassionate examination
of the question of where we go from here
in Vietnam. R

T4 is not necessary and, in fact, it 1s a
disservice to the spirit of healthy public
débate, to have every statement and
every query on Vietnam judged in terms
of whether it is critical of the President’s
policy. Our vote yesterday is indicative
of the broad general confidence which
an overwhelming majority of the Con-
gress have in our administration. Among
those voting for the authorizetion yes-
terday were many who still believe that
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one of democracy’s strengths Is the free-
dom and desirability of questioning and
examining alternatives.

T wholeheartedly agree with my Pres-
ident, and the overwhelming majority of
the Members of this House in rejecting
any thought of immediate withdrawal
from Vietnam. Equally unthinkable to
me are actions on our part which might
precipitate a massive land war in Asia
or the use of nuclear weapons.

Like my college from New York, I see
the moment propitious for a fresh and
more creative examination of how a ne-
gotiated settlement might be arrived at.
The point of departure of any such study
should be the recognition that Hanoli
has steadfastly refused to talk with us.
This is often explained that the Com-
munists belleve sooner or later we will
get tired of fighting and will quit. It
is equally plausible that the other side
may not be able to see how, on the basis
of our position and that of the Ky gov-
ernment, they can reasonably expect to
achieve anything through negotiation.

There is, I fear, a tendency on our bart
to let the matter rest there—the other
side will not talk, so we have no choice
but to leave open the existing offer and
apply greater military pressure.

I am not suggesting that we sweeten
the pot for the Communists. I reject
the idea that a desire to examine our
position implies any lack of determina-
tion to defend our democratic principles
or unwillingness to support our Presi-
dent, or our troops in the field. A desire
to negotiate is not an indication of weak-
ness; it is an expression of self-confi-
dence. I believe the American people
would rather reason than fight, would
rather build than destroy.

While examining our position, we must
continue to apply sufficient power to pro-
tect our forces in the field, to contain
the Communist hold within its present
limits and make credible our determina-
tion to meet force with force so long as
that may be necessary. By our action
yesterday, we assured the maintenance
of our position of strength. This being
the case, I wish to endorse my colleague’s
call for & more imaginative examination
of the specifics of how Vietnamese elec-
tions might be arranged; who would con-
duct these elections; how they would be
supervised; how the many—and I do
not mean only the NLF—disparate polit-
ical elements of South Vietnam could
participate in the elections and what
form of government might be devised to
reflect the results of such an election—
a government offering a promise of sta-
bility while satisfying the legitimate so-
clal and economic aspiration of the coun-
try. We, in this eountry, have a repu-
tation for political ingenuity and I do
not think we have yet done our best
with this problem.

I am not suggesting any answers to
the questions which I have raised, or to
those raised by my colleague from New
vork. I simply mean to point ouf that
within a more broadly based and crea-
tive study of the practical politics of the
Vietnamese situation may le an ap-
proach which could draw our adversaries
to the conference table.
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My colleague from New York is prob-
ably right in suggesting that this be done
outside the official governmental con-
text. Official and public examination of
most of the proposals for future elec-
tions or governmental arrangements
would immediately embarrass our rela-
tions with South Vietnam and might
prejudice our future negotiating posi-
tion.

May I then commend the gentleman
from New York for his proposal, and
urge its study by the Members of this
IHouse.

(Mr. ROSENTHAL (at the request of
Mr. Brneuam) was granted permission
to extend his remarks at this point in
the REcorn.)

Mr. ROSENTHAIL. Mr. Speaker, I
want to commend the gentleman from
New York Mr. Bineuaml, for what I
believe can be one of the most important
contributions to a debate which has all
too often descended to the level of gen-
eralization and subsequent distortion.
The important thing about his remarks,
I think, is that they are addressed to a
real problem—to a problem and to a de-
bate which is currently going on among
responsible people anxious to see the war
in Vietnam settled.

I have thought for some time that the
principle unresolved question in our dip-
lomatic policy has been, very simply:
‘What kind of government are we really
orepared to see emerge in South Viet-
nam, and what kind of initiatives are
we willing to take in order to help set
the stage for such a government? Im-
plicit In this are certain fundamentally
procedural questions. But these ques-
tions, particularly regarding the nature
of a provisional political authority fol-
lowing a cease-fire, represent absolutely
basic issues for a settlement.

They are all the more problematic be-
cause they have not been the center of
attention. For example, we seem to
have been very concerned about the role
of the Vietcong in negotiations. ILess
attention, however, has been given to
the role of the NLF in any nrovisional
government prior to elections. Much
has been said about the need for elec-
tions in South Vietnam. Little has been
said of the auspices under which such
elections would be held.

To matters like these, as T understand
the gentleman from New York, respon-
sible scholars must begin to address
taemselves in order to supplement and
aid efforts by the Government. Very
little thought has ever really been given
to the issues of shared-power in provi-
sional governments. We have no safe
and secure models from which we can
project problems. 'The eclosest possible
analogy to Vietnam is the Government
ot Laos. But there are obvious and
problematic contrasts which limit the
utility of such an analogy. Our experi-
cnces with shared power and provisional
government in postwar Europe cannhot be
too instructive. And of course arrange-
ments in Germany and Korea will not
teach us too much about settling civil
disputes within a single country. There
may well be useful precedents here for
a partition of Vietnam and concomitant
diplomatic arrangements. But the prob-

lem of establishing shared power between
breviously hostile forces in South Viet-
nam still remains relatively unique.

All the more problematic, as Mr. BING-
HAM rightly pointed out, is the position
of the present South Vietnamese Gov-
ernment. I have been convinced that we
must not allow ourselves to be overly
committed to that Government. Political
institutions presently being established
and consolidated by the Ky government
will vltimately have to play a role in set-
tlement and the establishment of provi-
sional authority in the south. If these
institutions become calcificd in opposi-
tion fio compromise and conciliation, we
may be left with very few existing
structures and medalities in which to
work. Plexibility, in other words, is the
keystone for any activity now which looks
forward fo a sharcd-power program in
the future.

In a conference held in Washington
at the end of January, sponsored by my-
self and seven other Members of Con-
gress, particular attention was given to
the problem of provisional government
and the structure of elections. Two in-
teresting suggestions were raised regard-
ing tke first issue. At the national level,
it was proposed, an all South Vietnamese
Government could be composed of
representatives drawn from controlled
geographical areas. Supervision of this
division of power could be insured by a
strengthened International Control Com-
missicn. On the local level, the Saigon
government would continue to exercise
authority of areas controlled by it, as
would be true for the National Libera-
tion Front and such largely autonomous
groups as the Cao Dai, Hua Hao, and
some of the Montagnard factions. Tem-
porary ICC control could be exercised in
contested area. Another proposal was
that the parties in conflict decide upon a
cabinct in whieh portfolios of gavern-
ment could be divided among these par-
ties, Within this context, the ICC could
again be given supervisory powers, with
perhaps a veto power over the activities
of the most critical ministries.

I mention these proposals not because
I am convinced that they are the most
promising. I only want to point out.that
these are the questions that we ought to
be talking about now. Part of the trou-
ble of the Vietnam debate is that the
very broad problems of policy have re-
ceived attention often to the exclusion
of those smaller considerations which
actually constitute the most immediate
policy questions facing the Ciovernment,.
In one sense this has been healthy, The
country has been in need of = systematic
foreigr. policy debate for many years.
And Vietnam has given us the occasion
for such a debate. On the othier hand we
cannot afford to lose sight of individual
trees in our preoccupation with the
forest.

This, X think, is the important con-
tribution of Mr. BinveHam’s remarks to
the House today. His suggestion that
private foreign policy study groups be-~
gin to explore the tacky problems in-
volved with structuring a settlement for
Vietnamn is of considerable importance—
to the Congress and the country. And I
hope the discussion we have been having
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today will set a new tone for debate in
the Congress. Ihope we can begin to dis-
cuss the nature of the settlement that
must ultimately come to Vietham rather
than the policies which have occasioned
the need for such a settlement. Such
speculation by Congress can be the
healthiest possible contributicn to the
foreign policy of this country. The re-
port which eight of us sponsored in
January sought to move in this direction.
The remarks of Senator KENNEDY have
sought to move in this dircetion. And
my colleague’s contribution today has
made such action all the more important
and promising by having been so pro-
vocative and enlightening.

(Mr. EDWARDS of California (at the
request of Mr. BINcHAM) was granted
permission to extend his remarks at this
point in the Recorp.)

Mr. EDWARDS of California. Mr,
Speaker, I wish to extend my apprecia-
tion to the gentleman from New York
[Mr. BineraM], for the thoughtful and
bereeptive remarks he has made today.

He has taken an important step that
we in this House have failed to take. He
is seeking and demanding a definition of
the situation in Vietham—a definition of
our objectives and the means which we
are using and will use to carry out these
objectives.

I would like to stress two aspects of
Mr. BincHAM’S presentation. First, he
rightly emphasizes the need to take posi-
tive steps to guide the Vietnam conflict
to the conference table. Butin pressing
for negotiations, the United States must
not forget that it faces a problem of
credibility: friend and foe alike are ap-
brehensive. Our reinterpretation of
both the 1954 Geneva agreement and
the SEATO agreement has made even
our friends skeptical of our word. We
all know the history of Vietnam after
1954; we know that the 1956 eleclions
scheduled for Vietnam were scuttled with
our support when the Eisenhower admin-
istration decided that a non-Communist
government could not win a majority.
So how can we gain credibility for our
present proposals for free elections? We
must realize that the problem of credi-
bility is a major one in bringing this
conflict to the conference table. This
calls for even greater care in defining
and pursuing clear and consistent objec-
tives.

This ties into a second aspect of Mr.,
Bingham’s speech. He stressed ‘“‘the
need for providing Hanoi with a good
reason for coming to the negotiating
table.” But we must also stress the need
for providing both Saigon and the Viet-
cong with good reason for coming to the
negotiating table. Here again we face
a credibility problem. We must make
our objectives clear to all parties to a
bossible agreement in Vietnam. Since
negotiations must inevitably include
Hanoi, Saigon, and the Vietconsz, we must
clarify our relations with all three of
them.

T have stressed the need for a defini-
tion of our objectives and the means
which we are using and will use to carry
out these objectives. I have done so
because the administration has persist-
ently refused to provide an adequate and
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consistent definition of our posture in
Vietnam. As a result, we are faced with
an array of paradoxes which have dam-
aged our commitment to the freedom and
independence of peoples throughout the
world. We have been presented with a
set of paradoxes which makes it very
difficult to succeed in Vietnam; a set of
paradoxes which has stimulated opposi-
tion to administration policy in Vietnam,
and foretells a serious and bitter reaction
to the commitments which many of our
own people cannot, understand.

We have the paradox of a demo-
cratic nation debating its most important
political issue as hawks and doves—as if
the how and why of Vietnam can be
answered solely by supporting more or
1less guns, planes, and missiles.

wWe have the paradox of destruction
outpacing development. Contrast the
Declaration of Honolulu with adminis-
tration requests of this Congress. First
we hear of the importance of social and
economic development in vietnam. The
supplemental foreign economic aid re-
quest passed last week designated $275
million for Vietnam. But yesterday’s
supplemental military appropriation re-
quest designated $736.6 million for mili-
tary facilities within Vietnam alone.
Thus 250 percent more American dollars
will be used to remake the Vietnamese
landscape for military purposes—Iior a
war which will destroy the resources
which we spend millions to develop.

We have the paradox of a new colonial-
ism emerging from our goal of in-
dependence for Vietnam. We have pro-
posed extensive economic aid for south-
east Asia. But if we continue to rely
solely on our own administration of these
funds, and do not utilize international
bodies such as the World Bank, we will
have imposed a new form of pseudo-
colonial domination upon millions of
Asian people.

We have the paradox of our relation-
ship to Communist China. We have
réfused to recognize Communist China
and we have opposed her admittance to
the United Nations. Yet in 2 recent

speech, Willilam Bundy of the State De-.

partment argued that we have had more
contact with Communist China through
intermediary channels in Eastern Europe
than other countries have had through
direct diplomatic recognition. Thus our
national policy of not recognizing gov-
ernments we oppose has given rise to the
irony of diplomacy without diplomatic
relations.

Mr. Speaker, I feel that we can make
a far better contribution to the world of
ideas and the cause of American strength
and unity if we recognize the need for
clear thinking on the situation in Viet-
nam. Furthermore, our Government’s
speech and.action must cohere in such
a way that our own people and peoble
abroad understand our position. We
must dissolve the paradoxes of diplomacy
without diplomatic relations, of destruc-
tion outpacing development, of a new
colonialism amid the desire for in-
dependence.

In a quest for definitions of our objec~
tives and the means to achleve our ob-~
jectives, the administration gnd the
Congress each have important tasks.
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The administration cannot simply make
public statements of its goals, It must
explain facts which are too often hidden:
are our actions achieving these goals?
are the means we wish to follow the same
as the means we have in fact followed?
When we know the facts of our objectives
in Vietnam today—when we know what
in fact is being achieved under our pres-
ent policy—we can and must engage In
free and reasoned debate. The House
itself must enter this debate, and not ab-
dicate to the other body. The gentlemen
from New York has realized this. He
deserves the commendation of all those
concerned with the strength of this
House and this Nation.

(Mr. FRASER (at the reguest of Mr.
Bineuam) was granted permission to ex-
tend his remarks at this point in the
RECORD.) ,

Mr. FRASER, Mr, Speaker, I want to
commend the gentleman from New York
[Mr. Bincuam] for a carefully reasoned
statement on a problem of the greatest
importance. His statement 1s charac-
teristic of the thoughtful approach he
takes to the spectrum of problems facing
the United States.

1 would like to add a comment to the
excellent analysis of the factors which
may affect Hanol’s judgment on the de-
sirability of negotiations.

The relationship between Hanol and
the National Liberation Front has been
much discussed. Many officials of the
U.s. Government have repeatedly
stressed the role of Hanoi in stimulating,

" organizing, supplying, and directing the

Vietcong and the National Liberation
Front. But this does not give a complete
plcture of the relationship - between
Hanol and the forces in the south. The
strong political motivation of the Com-
munist forces must be studied carefully.

If a political movement in one country
decides to extend its influence into an-
other country, the usual procedure is to
send in people to proselytize and to or-
ganize on behalf of the ideas which the
political movement seeks to promote: If
the organizational effort is successful, a
group in the second country comes into
being. Its ideology, perhaps some of its
leadership, and its tactics may continue
to be guided by the forces in the first
country. But the group in the second
country still has an independent, viable
existence. The relationship between the
two groups is relatively stable so long as
the tactics are agreed upon. But if the
first group takes a new course, then the
viable nature of the group in the second
country suddenly becomes clear,

According to the figures of the De=
fense Department, approximately 200,000
of the Vietcong are from South Vietnam,
These Vietcong and the National Lib-
eration Front believe they are fighting
for certain ideas. It would seem doubt-
ful that they regard themselves simply
as soldiers whose command loyalties run
to Hanol. Their persistence and their
sacrifices could not be explained on this
basls.

Thus there is the strong probability
that as Hanol has sought to organize in
the South, it has at the same time created
forces which, if not independent today,
are potentially independent if Hanol
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shifts to courses which are incompatible
with the primary thrust of those fighting
in the South.

Thus, if Hanol were to pursue a course
of action which would seem to the Na-
tional Liberation Front to thwart and
make useless the years of sacrifice, there
is doubt that Hanoi could compel ac-
ceptance of this course. But even more
devastating, Hanoi would be regarded as
abandoning an ally in the South to
which it not only owed an ideological
allegiance but which it had spawned.

The United States looks at its com-
mitment to South Vietnam as binding.
Then consider how much more deeply
Hanol must feel bound to the fortunes of
those whom it sponsored in the South.
Because this has been my rough analysis
of this relationship, I have always be-
lieved that the hope that bombing in the
North would drive Hanoi out of this con-
flict was doomed to failure. T believe
furthermore that the bombing would
force Hanol into an even more active
role in the belief that events in the South
would have to be speeded up as the only
way for Hanol to obtain an end to the
bombing.

On the other hand, pressure against
the National Liberation Front and the
Vietcong forces could bring about a set-
tlement some day. It may be that re-
gardless of what the United States does,
the fabric of the South Vietnamese
soclety 1s so tor nand weakened that a
successtul effort against the Communist
forces cannot be sustained. Whatever
the sebtlement possibilities, however,
communication directly with the Na-
tional Liberation Front would seem to
make more sense than to force Hanoi to
act as broker with its interests not neces-
garily paralleling those of the Liberation
Front.

Tn any event, these matters must be
looked at with care and objectivity.
The great stress which the United States
places on the role of the North Viet-
namese must not obscure the fact that
our national interests require that we
make our understanding conform to
reality.

(Mr. TODD (at the request of Mr.
BincHAM) was granted permission to ex-
tend his remarks at this point in the
RECORD.)

Mr. TODD., Mr. Speaker, I commend
my colleague, Congressman JONATHAN
BincuaMm, for submitting a constructive
proposal for bringing new thought to
bear on possible basis of negotiation in
vietnam. Although the responsible offi-
cials of this Government are doing every-
thing in their power to arrive at a cessa~
tion of the hostilities and a just peace, it
may well be that our own deep concerns
have prevented us from recognizing and
exploring negotiating positions or ave-
nues of approach which could lead to an
acceptable termination of the fighting.
Although there is no guarantee that his
proposal would lead to such an avenue,
the alternative of prolonged conflict, and
uncertain result, makes this suggestion
worthy of consideration and implemen-
tation.

T have come to know Congressmai
BrncuaM 85 a deeply thoughtful and re-
sponsible Member of the House, as a
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great patriot, and as one who thinks well
into the future as far as the security of
the United States and the free world is
concerned. His expressions today merit
thoughtful consideration by all of us, and
by responsible policymakers in the ad-
ministration and elsewhere.

Mr. DOW. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. BINGHAM. I am happy to yield
to my colleague from New York {Mr.
Dow1.

Mr. DOW. Mr. Speaker, allow me to
sommend the gentleman from New York
lor his earnest and sincere effort {o sug-
rest a better way out of this dilemmma in
vietnam, and a solution to it that does
a0t involve a catastrophic war that may
destroy all of us. T must salute every
effort of this kind to arrive at a sane
solution.

Mr. BINGHAM.
man.

Myr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
{leman yield?

Myr. BINGHAM. T am happy to yield
to my colleague from New York [Mr.
Livan|.

(Mr. RYAN asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
narks.)

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I commend
my distinguished colleague from New
York [Mr. Bincaam | both for taking this
special order for a constructive discus-
sion of Vietnam and for the farsighted
proposal which he has made. The kind
ol study which he suggests will have to
be made sooner or later—either now or
while the parties are at the bargaining
table. In the inferest of peace in Viet-
nam [ think it is far preferable that the
study be commenced atf once.

I also agree that there may be advan-
tages to having this study made by
sources outside the Government. They
can bring objectivity and an open mind
to the questions, and their conclusions
will not appear to commit the United
States to a particular policy. However,
we also should note that this kind of
study should constantly be going on
within the State Department. If the
Defense Department can sponsor studies
of “war games,” I do not see why the
State Department should not sponsor
studies of “peace games.”

i also believe that both the House
Foreign Affairs Committee and the Sen-
ate Foreign Relations Committee should
sponsor in depth studies of vital foreign
policy questions by outside task forces.

As I explained in my speech during
yvesterday’s debate, there is an important
policy debate going on within the Gov-
crnment. Senator RorrrT F. KENNEDY
did the Nation a great service when he
focused attention on one of the key ques-
tions. Are we willing fo engage in ne-
potiations which may lead to a coalition
regime—either before or after the elec-
tions—in Vietnam? If the concept of
shared power is rejected out of hand,
iTanoi may remain intransigent about
negotiating. If we have any real in-
terest in negotiations, then we must be
prepared to look ahead and to consider
what those negotiations may produce.

T thank the gentle-
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Mr. Speaker, I liave a further reason
for supporting my colleague’s proposal.
It points the direction in which our
thinking aboub foreign policy should be
leading us. We should, as he suggests,
call upon scholars, and on diplomats
from other countries, in trying to formu-
late foreign policy. Moreover, we should
be looking to the future.

Tou often this Nation’'s foreign policy
has boeen responsive rather than compre-
hensive. We formulate policies to match
crises. But we do not look to the future,
or plan for the futare.

In no area of the world hus our think-
ing been more mycpic thar: in the Far
East.

Because of a lack of comprehensive un-
derstanding and plahning we are in-
volved in difficult dilemmas in the Far
East which often adversely affect the
achievement of our zoals elsewhere in the
world.

The study propesed today should help
lead to a reappraisal of our Far Eastern
policy and our approach to China which
is the key to peace in Asia. In the long
term a setflement in Vietnam will de-
pend vpon a viable, creative Far Eastern
policy. .

Senator FULBRIGET suggested yester-
day that we think in terms ol a neutral-
ized southeast Asia. President Johnson
reiterated yesterday proposals for huge
projects of economic developnent such as
the Mekong Delta project.

Two years ago, ott June 10, 1964, I sug-
gested in a speech on the floor of the
House that the administratior: consider o
regional plan for southeast Asia. On
that occasion I said:

A prcposal to include North and South
Vietnam:, Laos, Cambodia, and possibly Thai-
land in a regional agreement should be ex-
plored. Such an agreement would prohibit
the signatory countries from joining any
military alliances or attempting to overthrow
the governments of the other parties to the
agreement by subversion or direct aggression.
A provicion for resumption of irade might
accompany such an agreement.

Mr. Speaker, now, more than ever be-
fore, there is an urgent need for fresh
thinking and new initiatives. Scholars,
foreigen diplomats, businessmen, and
economists should be called upon to help
formulate them. The influence of their
studies shyld stimulate a release of
creative energy within the bowels of the
Department of State.

Once again, I commend our colleague
from New York for his importanl con-
tribution to the dialog on Vietnam.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague from New York {Mr. Ryan]
for his comments and for his contribu-
tion to the dialog and to the dcbate.

VIEIN QIZQSE NEGOTIATIONS

The SPEAKER pro temporc. Under
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from Wyoming [Mr. RoncaLrol, is
recognized for 15 minutes.

Mr. RONCALIO. Mr. Speaker, there
is a great deal of discussion presently
concerning negotiations over the Viet-
namese war. Several proposals, includ-
ing one made by the Soviet Union, have
suggested that the Geneva Agreements
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of 1954 serve as a starting point for any
future negotiations. In light of these
proposals and in view of the need for de-
termining the position of the United
States toward producing a political set-
flement in Vietnam, it is essential that
we review what actually happened at
Geneva and what effects these decisions
had, in order that we may learn from the
mistakes and triumphs of the past.
THE GENEVA AGREEMENTS

On May 8, 1954, the day after the col-
lapse of the French garrison at Dienbien-
phu, delegates from the United States,
Great Britain, France, the Soviet Union,
Communist China, North Vietnam,
South Vietnam, Cambodia, and Laos,
met at Geneva. The Geneva agrcements
can be broken into four parts:

First. The Vietnamese armistice was
signed by the commander in chief of the
French Union forces in Indochina and
the North Vietnamese delegates. Viet-
nam was partitioned at the 17th parallel.
‘To assemble their forces for evacuation,
the Vietminh were allocated southern
areas which they controlled in the Plaine
des Joncs, the swamps around Point Ca
Mau, and the central Provineces of Quang
Ngai and Binh Dinh. Both parties
agreed not to bring in reinforcements or
war materials. Maintenance of military
bases by a foreign power and participa-
tion in military alliances were pro-
hibited.

Second. The Cambodian armistice was
signed by a representative of Prince
Sihanouk of Cambodia, the commander
in chief of the Cambodian national
forces, and the Vietminh Viee Minister
of Defense. Troops which had entered
Cambodia from the outside, and all for-
eign elements in military formations ov
holding supervisory functions in polit-
ical. military, administrative, economie,
financial, and social bodies in liaison
with the Vietminh military uunitfs, were
to leave the country within 20 days.
Local resistance forces were to be de-
mobilized on the spot and integrated into
the national community.

Third. The agreement in Laos was
signed by a representative of the com-
mander in chief of French Union forces
and by the Vietminh Vice Minister of
National Defense. Pathet Lao units were
to move into the Provinces of Phong Saly
and Sam Necua. The Laotian Govern-
ment was to provide for special repre-
sentation of these Provinees in the royal
administration.

Supervision of these three agreements
was entrusted to three International Su-
pervisory Commissions (ISC) composed
of representatives from India. Canada,
and Poland. Among other duties, they
were to prevent the entry of rcinforce-
ments and war materials.

Fourth. The Geneva Conference is-
sued a final declaration calling for elec-
tions under international supervision
throughout Vietnam in July 1956.

TiIE UNITED STATES AND SOUTH VIETNAM

Neither the United States nor South
Vietnam signed any of these four agree-
ments. Secretary of State John Foster
Dulles had advised against the negotia-
tions, feeling it would be disastrous for
the FPrench to negotiate while they were
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in a very weak military position. Secre-
tary Dulles believed that partitioning
Vietnam would provide only a respite and
would not lead the Communists to aban-
don their plans to dominate southeast
Asia.

Before the Geneva Conference began,
officials of the Saigon government
warned that they would not accept agree~
ments negotiated for them by the French.
Nevertheless, the French completely by-
passed the Vietnamese delegation to deal
alone with the Communists.

EFFECTS OF THE GENEVA AGREEMENTS

The Geneva agreements never estab-
lished the situation in South Vietnam.
Many Vietminh soldiers never were
evacuated from the south. The four
Vietminh assembly areas are the main
regions of Vietcong control today. At
the end of February 1955, it was esti-
mated that, with the exception of terri-
tory managed by religious sects, the Viet-
minh controlled 60 to 90 percent of the
villages in South Vietnam. The Saigon
government was to be responsible for the
execution of some of the cease-flre pro-
visions but it felt no obligation to com-
ply, since it had dissociated itself from
the agreements.

In North Vietnham, the ISC was unable
to prevent the illegal entry of war mate-
rial from China. Deliveries between
July 20 and November 1, 1954, allegedly
enabled the Vietminh to treble the num-
ber of their heavy units.

The agreements worked hardships
upon North Vietnam, as well. Under the
armistice terms the north was deprived
of its traditional rice supply from the
southern surplus. By January 1955, the
food situation was so critical that rice
had to, be rationed. The previous year,
President Ho Chi Minh had declared that
the North Vietnamese foreign policy
would be devoted to bridging the gap be-
tween China and the West. But the in-
ability of France to provide assistance,
the refusal of South Vietnam to trade,
and the U.S. strategic embargo forced the
abandonment of this policy. Instead, the
Hanol government became dependent
gi)on economic aid from the Communist

oc.

In Laos, the Pathet Lao established
control over their regroupment areas,
demanding autonomy for these Prov-
inces. In early 1955, fighting broke out
again between Royal and Pathet Lao
troops, despite efforts of the ISC to settle
the arguments. The failure of the Ge-
neva agreements to produce a settle-
ment in Laos is best shown by the fact
that it became necessary to convene a
Geneva Conference on Laos in 1962.

Cnly in Cambodia were the Geneva
agreements significant in producing a
political settlement. The Cambodians
had been allowed to negotiate their own
armistice, rather than having it done by
the French, as in Laos and South Viet-
nam. Foreign troops were not regrouped
within Cambodia, as they had been with-
in Vietnam and Laos. As g result, the
armed bands were rapidly dispersed and
the Cambodian Government has re-
mained relatively stable to this day.

IMPLICATIONS FOR FUTURE NEGOTIATIONS

The lessons of Geneva, have Important

implications for any future negotiations

on Indochina. One of the reasons why
the Geneva agreements falled was that
they were negotiated primarily by
France and China. The viewpoints of
the Vietnamese and Laotlans were dis-
regarded and the final agreements did
not reflect their best interests.

As a consequence, they felt no obli-
gation to adhere to the provisions. In
any future negotiations, the Indochinese
delegates must be allowed to play a major
role, without the terms being dictated
to them by the great powers. The Cam-
bodian experience shows that a satis-
factory settlement can be reached only
if priority is given to the interests of the
indigenous states.

The success in Cambodia also demon-
strates that the Vietcong must not be
allocated regroupment areas within
South Vietnam, but regular units must
be evacuated forthwith to North Viet-
nam; irregulars should be disarmed im-
mediately and integrated into the
national community.

THE NLF QUESTION

This procedure will be facilitated if the
National Liberation Front is not accord-
ed recognition as an autonomous group,
although President Johnson has indi-
cated that they may attend the confer-
ence as guests of the North Viethamese.
Disarmament and reintegration were
simplified in Cambodia since the Cam-
bodians refused to accord recognition to
the Khmer resistance forces. This pre-
vents the resistance groups from claim-
ing that they are entitled to a particular
part of the national territory or to spe-
cial representation within the gov-
ernment.

Provisions designed to prohibit the in-
troduction of war materlals are unre-
alistic because of the geographical
proximity of North Vietnam to China
and the difficult terrain in this region,
which make it impossible to enforce such
provisions. The successful partitioning
of Korea demonstrates that it 1s not nec-
essary for the two sections to be dis-
armed in order to achieve a political
settlement. As Prof. Hans Morgen-
thau stated in Politics Among Nations:

Men do not Aght because they have arms.
They have arms because they deem 1t neces-
sary to fight. Take away thelr arms, and
they will either fight with their bare fists
or get themselves new arms with which to
fight. What makes for war are the condl-
tions in the minds of men which make war
appear the lesser of two evils. In those con-
ditlons must be sought the disease of which
the desire for, and possesslon of, arms 1s but
a8 symptom.

Any realistic settlement must concen-
trate on these fundamental causes of
war, not on its symptoms.

One of the fundamental causes of the
present Vietnamese conflict is that North
Vietnam Is not a viable economic unit;
thus, it has been forced into a position of
economic dependence upon its tradi-
tional enemy, China. The North Viet-
namese fear of Chinese domination pro-
vides a powerful motivation to their
drive to gain independent strength by
conguering the south. Any lasting set-
tlement will have to take account of the
North Vietnhamese economy by allowing
for trade between the agrarlan south
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and the industrial north. At Geneva,
the North Vietnamese pleaded for the
establishment of two economically self-
sufficient units, but its wishes were re-
jécted by the French and Chinese dele- .
gates who did the actual bargaining.
This mistake must not be made again, for
North Vietnam would rather fight than
become a Chinese vassal.

Any future negotiations cannot be
limited to the problems of Vietnam. It
is essential that the following parties, at
the least, be represented: the United
States, China, North Vietnam, South
Vietnam, Laos, Cambodia, and Thailand.
Thailand was not present at Geneva.
Yet the bulk of the Lao people live in
Thailand. Prof. D. E. Kennedy believes
that Thailand fears a Viet-Lao combina-
tion more than she fears China. As the
Laotian problem cannot be solved with-
out Thailand’'s participation, so there
will never be peace in Laos until the
Vietnamese conflict is resolved. Ho Chi
Minh Trail, the main Vietcong supply
line from the north, runs through Laos.
The problems of these five Indochinese
states are interrelated and must be con-
sidered together.

The participants at future negotiations
must provide ways of handling any ref-
ugee problems which result from bound-
ary changes. The Geneva partition of -
Vietnam caused the flight of nearly 1
million refugees from the north to the
south, whereas only about 30,000 had
been expected. The north was deprived
of a substantial part of its labor supply.
The results in the south were haphaz-
ardly constructed villages and friction
hetween the traditional population and
the refugees. The refugee problem con-
tinues to be a source of instability.

The United States must not relinquish
the right to continue economic and tech-
nical assistance for the South Vietnam-
ese Government. The Geneva agree-
ments failed to make any attempt at
solving the disruptive social and eco-
nomic problems of Vietnam. Before sta-
bility can be achieved in South Vietnam,
steps will have to be taken toward inte-
grating highlanders, religious sects, and
overseas-Chinese into the national com-
munity., The United States must be al-
lowed to continue assisting the South
Vietnamese in this task, as we have aided
the South Koreans.

_Finally, the parties to future negotia-
tlons must have every intention of en-
foreing their agreements.

Inretrospect, it appears that the West-
ern powers were not really serious about
conducting the Vietnamese national elec-~
tions in 1956 but agreed to this provision
merely to placate the Communists. It is
doubtful that elections would have sta-
bilized the situation, given the cultural
differences and traditional discord be-
tween North and South Vietham, and the
enmity between the Vietnamese and their
neighbors, which would only be aggra-
vated by a united Vietnam.

But, by agreeing to hold national elec-
tions without ensuring effective action
toward this end, the Geneva sighatories
may have undermined whatever faith the
Chinese and North Vietnamese had in
peaceful bargaining, thus making it more
difficult to achieve a settlement today.
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The Geneva agreements were more sig-
nificant in producing a victor's peace
than a political settlement. 'Thus, they
are valuable, not as a basis for future
negotiations, but as a remainder, along
with the Versailles Treaty, that peace
conferences can do more harm than good
unless they deal with the fundamental
corilicts of interest.

TRADE WINDS

""he SPEAKER pro tempore. TUnder
previous order of the House, the gentle~
man from West Virginia [Mr. STAGGERS]
is recognized for 10 minutces.

Mr. STAGGERS. Mr. Speaker, not
many references are made to trade winds
in she public press these days. Many of
1us have forgotten what they are. Yet if
they were nonexistent, the Western
world of the Americas might not have
been discovered for hundreds of years.
In which case the farms and factories
and cities of the United States might still
be a wilderness waste, and the military
might and the productive capacity and
ihe vast philanthropy of this Nation
would still be a dream of mankind. Not
that the United States invented any of
these things, in a literal sense. But she
has been a foremost exponent of them,
and without her existence, the world
would be a different place.

“"he trade winds., of course, are those
air currents which move consistently
from the Old World toward the New in
the general latitudes of the Tropics of
Capricorn and Cancer, respectively.
1lay after day they blow in a fixed direc-
tion and at constant speed. The voyager
in his sailing ship could depend on them
wilh as much confidence as he depended
on the movement of the sun. Columbus
knew about them and used them for his
westward quest.

It, is doubtful that he would ever have
bucked the prevailing westerlies. And
if he had, success would have been even
maore doubtful. The latitudes in which
the trade winds were prevalent also ac-
count for the head start of the Spaniards
and Portugese in the exploration and
settlement of the New World., To the
sailing vessels of four or five centuries
azo, the trade winds spelled the differ-
ence between a reasonable gamble and a
{oclhardy enterprise.

Today’s mariner on the sea of politics,
or the sea of business, or the sea of social
change, longs in vain for some tracde
winds on which he could rely. If only
there were some trends which were de-
pendably constant, he could set his
sourse upon his guiding star and lie down
o sleep in peace upon the deep. Instead
he finds his bark caught in the grip of
the prevailing westerlies which dip and
swirl and change with every passing
scecond. e must adjust and readjust
both his rudder and his sail to meet a
new seb of conditions which will only
rive way immediately to a still newer set
of conditinns. Assurance there is none.

‘'he public, too, wants to be assured.
Never in all history have so many been
s0 anxiously concerned over what to-
morrow may bring forth. They want to
know if the weather will be favorable,
if their business ventures will prove suc-
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cessful, if inflation has at last set in, if
taxes are going up or down, if the war in
Vietnam is going to be escalated, if we
are on the verge of conflict with China—
everything. They have been deluged
with so much conflicting opinion on
every subject that they are no longer
able to sift out the true from the false,
the reasonable from the unreasonable,
the probable from the possible. So they
turn to authority—with a capital A—
for the answers. The will to believe is
overwhelming; but the capacity to be-
liecve may be something else.

In the midst of confusion, the idea
seems to have gained credence that if
only the right people would take a posi-
tive stand on important issues and hold
firmly to that position, events would ad-
just themselves to desires. FPublic of-
ficials, in particular, are importuned to
state clearly and categorically precisely
what they will do under given conditions.

The general trend of public -policy
must undoubtedly be reasonably clear to
those who are responsible for that policy.
But a general trend is not sufficient to
determine detailed action in the swirling
rush of actual events. Only a part of
the total outcome of what is done in a
specific situation is under the control of
any one official. Other factors enter the
picture and have their effect on the final
result. So in practice the skilled and
intelligent navigator may find it expedi-

“ent to sail south when he wants to go

east. But just how this conforms to set
policy may not be easy to demonstrate.

Admitling, then, the occasicnal-—per-
haps even the frequent—necessity to ap-
proach one’s objective obliquely rather
than directly, it is possible to set up con-
stants in intention and in conduct on
which the observer may rely. These con-
stants are necessarily confirmsd by ex-
perience. The electorate soon learns
whether or not the elected oflicial's ac-
tions conform to his words. Until he
deludes them with specious promises,
they are justified in believing that he
holds true to the constants which he has
asserted.

It seems desirable that the official
should from time to time put into words
the constants to which he pledges him-
self, not only for the purpose of assuring
those from whom he asks votes, but for
his own guidance in times of siress. For
the winds of change are indeed tricky,
and that which is foul easily takes on the
semblance of the fair. The oflicial may
lose his course if he does not keep the
chart constantly before him.

The conscientious legislator may be
expected to commit himself to his con-
stitutional duty of promoting the legiti-
mate interests of all the peonle of his
district to the best of his ability. The
commitraent loses its value as a guide
to condict when personal interest be-
comes involved in public interest. The
public has a right to deplore such in-
volvement, and to loock with some dis-
trust on the official whose involvement
becomes evident.

No cause is of more importance to this
Nation—-and to all the nations of the
world—than the reestablishment of the
reign of peace, external and internal.
Violence, organized and unorganized, is
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the generating phase of a vicious cycle.
Violence stops the production of eco-
nomic goods on which well-being de-
pends. Scarcity of goods produces priva-
tion and suffering, and these lead to ten-
sion and disorder, which in turn ends in
more violence. A cessation of wars and
tumults would permit men to devote
their energiss to constructive pursuits.
The value to the United States of world-
wide peace would have to be measured
in billions of dollars, not to count the
anxielies and human casualties exacted
by war. No other enterprise that we
have ever contemplated would cost as
much as wars are now costing.

And yet it is an axiom derived from
experience that peace is never the lot of
the weak and submissive. The meek may
eventually inherit the earth, but not in
the age of the aggressor. We have never
accepted the role of the aggressor. Much
less have we been inclined to bow before
him. While we search for practical
routes to peace, the arts and sciences
of this so humane and gracious a civiliza-
tion, this way of life that has brought so
much good to the world, must be kept
secure under the protection of over-
whelming military security.

In all times and places, organized
society has consistently acknowledged its
dependence on religion. A recent writer
traces the slow development of demo-
cratic forms of government. A descrip-
tion of this development may be found
in the writings of political thinkers. It
is noted that: “The ancient writers may
often have becn uncertain about the
gods, but they were not disposed to deny
the divine authority over human society.”
As sophisticated reasoning was applied
to political organization, the concept
emerged that government was a compact
between the rulers and the ruled, which
compact could demand consistent obedi-
ence only when it was recognized as a
sacred covenant of ruler and people in-
volving a covenant of both with God. As
fully democratic governments became
the usual order in Western Europe, only
a few attempts to dissociate religion from
government are to be found, and the
effort has mnever been completely
successful, even in a Russia which
professes atheism. Our own democracy
was founded in an atmosphere of
religion. Throughout it history our con-
spicuous leaders have “asserted in dif-
ferent accents a religious motivation in
political ethies.”

It does not scem t2 me inappropriate,
therefore, for a modern-day Congress~
man to make a “new affirmation of moral
and religious values in politics.” Thisis
not a time to reject the experience of the
ages and assume that the Maker and
Ruler of the universe is no longer inter-
ested in the affairs of men. There is
still a distinction between right and
wrong, and “righteousness exalteth a
nation.” Our ability to sce the right is
proportioned to our will to seo it, and
those that seek God diligently shall find
Him.

Two related constants remain for
verbal expression.

Instant preparations of all kind flood
the commodity market. We have in-
stant coffee and instant potatoes, and so
on indcfinitely. It may not be incon-
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been fully advised of his rights and given full
opportunity to assert those rights—rights in~
tended for all, poor and ignorant as well a8
rich or intelligent. What I would not do is
rely on the police to provide that full advice.

As a substttute for the advice of counsel,
the proposal would establish elaborate pro-
visions for warnings by the police. But these
are illusory protecttons. As Justice Black
sald in Von Molke v. Gilles, “The Constitu-
tion does not contemplate that prisoners
shall be dependent upon Government agents
for legal counsel and aid, however conscien-
tious and able those agents may be. Un-
divided allegiance and faithful, devoted serv-
ice to @ client are prized traditions of the
American lawyer. It is this kind of service
for which the sixth amendment makes pro-
vision.”

Denial of counsel in the interrogation room
poignantly illustrates the impact of many of
these proposals on the poor. The Attorney
General recently said on TV that “our his-
torical concern with rights of defendants
+ * * [has] been concerned with protecting
the innocent, largely, and to some extent with
forbidding police practices which simply was
[sic] felt were wrong in a civilized soclety.”
But, sald the Attorney General, “‘the foous
has suddenly changed in this debate from
protecting the innocent to an argument of
equality that says whatever the rich de-
fendant has the poor defendant should have,
and there’s been rather a tendency to forget
about whether there’s innocence or gullt
involved.”

T would remind the Attorney General of
the presumption of innocence; when the
police are questioning a suspect, we don’t
know “whether there’s innocence or guilt
involved.” It 1s to answer that question
that we have trials. We don't arrest people
we think are Innocent, but we don’t decide
upon arresting a man that he 1s guilty.
Moreover, I would willingly argue that one
of the practices that are simply “wrong in a
civillzed soclety” is discrimination between
rich and poor in the administration of crim-
inal justice. The Bill of Rights was not de-
signed solely to promote efficiency—convic-
tion of the guilty and acquittal of the
innocent.” It was designed also to protect
other values unrelated to, and sometimes in-
consistent with, mere efliclency—such as
privacy, decency; and equality.

‘We need to clarify what we mean by equal-
ity for the poor in the criminal process.
We do not mean “equality of outcome.” We
ask only equal availability of all constitu-
tional safeguards such as the privilege
against self-incrimination, the presumption
of innocence, the right not to be arrested
without probable cause—and the right to
counsel.

The Attorney General seems to divide
these constitutional safeguards into two
categories—those which protect the Inno-
cent, and those which preserve other values
not necessarily related to guilt or innocence,
such as the privilege against self-incrimina-
tion and the privacy protections of the
fourth amendment. He would allow the
poor only the first sort of safeguards. But
if constitutional safeguards are important—
and I think they are—every member of our
society should have the benefit of all of
them.

We have had other crises. And there have
been efforts to curb our liberties in response
to those crises. But as the Supreme Court
sald, in the contéext of a domestic crisls far
worse than any we confront today: “These

" great and good men (who drafted the Con-
stitution) foresaw that troubled times would
arise, when rules and people would become
restive under restraint, and seek by sharp
and decisive measures to accomplish ends
deemed just and proper. * * * The Con-
stitution * * * is a law for rulers and peo-
‘ple, equally in war and peace, and covers with
the shield of its protection all classes of men,
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‘The poor are also the ignorant.

at all times, and under all circumstances.”
Professor Kamisar hag aptly satd: “The is-
sue is not whether we should ‘give the poor

.and ignorant so many points because they

are poor and ignorant; but whether, because
they suffer from these deficiencies, we should
deprive them of rights and privileges. * * *"
If ignorance
prectudes one from exercising his rights, then
for practical purposes he has no rights. As
Justice Goldberg said in Escobedo, “We

have * * * learned the * * * lesson of his-

tory that no system of criminal justice can,

-or should, survive if it comes to depend for

its continued effectiveness on the citizens’
abdication through unawareness of thelr
constitutional rights.”

I suspect that such proposals do not stem
from any particular deslre to discriminate
against the poor. Rather, they may only
reflect an opinion that our soclety can “lve
with” certain constitutional rights and priv-
ileges only if enough of 1its members fail to
assert them. The effect of many proposals
would be to institutionalize the Inability of
the poor and the lgnorant to benefit from
thelr rights vis-a-vis the police. The issue
really comes down to whether we should
further whittle away the constitutional pro-
tections of the very people who need them
most—the people who are too ignorant, too
poor, too 111 educated to defend themselves.

But the proposals I have discussed have
not been presented in this light. They have
been presented as mere extensions of lepgiti-
mate law enforcement techniques made nec-
essary by the crime crisis. The danger is
that the segment of the public ralsing the
hue and cry sbout crime is beginning to sup-
port these proposals and may succeed in forc-
ing thelr adoption,

More stringent enforcement of laws and
more severe treatment of offenders have the
superfictal attractiveness of a simple answer
to a troubling problem. Since the vocal
members of the public are generally those
who, in Professor Amsterdem’s words,
“imagine themselves always as potential
victims of crime, never as potential victims
of police investigation,” they think any loss
of rights is unlikely to affect them. They
are probably correct, at least to begin with,

When we talk about arrests for investiga-
tion, lengthy police Interrogation before ar-
raignment, and the like, we are not talking
about things that happen to you or me.
We don’t get arrested without probable
cause and interrogated without counsel, be-
cause, to put it plainly, we don’t ‘“look” as
if we would commit acts of violence and we
do 1ook as if it might not pay to trifle with
our rights. Nor do we live in neighborhoods
where the police make “dragnet” or whole-
snle arrests. Most of the people who do
suffer such abuses are poor.

Often the police are the only part of
government they ever see. Their persistent
complaints of police brutality, whatever
thelr factual basls, prove that the police
and consequently the government have a
deplorable image among the poor.

The debate over civillan review of com-
plaints against the police 1s similar, in many
ways, to the debate over providing counsel at
the police station. Just as opponents of
the right to counsel seem to be saying that
our soclety can “llve with” the privilege
against self-incrimination only if most sus-
pects are denied the information necessary
to use it, opponents of civilian review seem
to be saying that we can “live with” the
limitations imposed on the police by the
Constitution only if no outside agency
checks to see whether they are observed.

This recalls the saying in the 1920’s: “Pro-
hibition is better than no liquor.”” Prohibi-
tion of unconstitutional police action must
actually prohibit. Respect for law can be
engendered in the people with whom the
police deal only if the police obey the law.
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A law-abiding policeman need never fear
civilian review. His morale should not be
1owered by the airing of citizen complaints;
rather he ought to be encouraged by the in-
creased community respect which can be ex-
pected when the public sees that the police
are required to obey the law. A soclety whose
citizens have rights must enforce these rights.
civilian review should not be denied for
fear that it would require the police to oper-

‘ate within constitutional limits. -

The Civil Liberties Union has played and
has still to play an important role in pro-
tecilng conhstitutional rights. You may well
make it a part of your task to remind peoble
that hopes for simple solutions of the crime
problem are illusory and that, as Deputy
Attorney General Ramsey Clark sald last
summer: “[Clourt rules do not cause crime.
People do not commit crime because they
know they cannot be questioned by police
before presentment, or even because they
feel they will not be convicted. * * * Inthe
long run, only the elimination of the causes
of crime can make a significant and lasting
difference in the incidence of crime.” He
also sald, “Society can be protected without
impairing the rights of the individual, In-
deed it cannot be protected if those rights
are impaired. The task is to boldly attack
the causes of crime.” We hope he convinces
his asgoclates soon.,

(A Marine’s Reaction to Vietcong Partici-
pation in Peace Talks

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. SAMUEL L. DEVINE

OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, March 2, 1966

Mr. DEVINE. Mr. Speaker, recently
I received a fine letter from a constituent
who is now serving in the U.S. Marines.
Although I have decided to protect his
identity, his message is certainly worthy
of serious consideration by all Members
of Congress, particularly those serving
in the U.S. Senate.

The letter which follows is commended
to the attention of all Members:

FEBRUARY 19, 1966.
Hon. SaM DEVINE,
U.S. House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C.

Drar Sir: I was In your office last summer
while in Washington (deleted) and we talked
for several minutes about our Government’s
posttion 1n Vietnam. Pursuant to that, I
have enlisted in the Marine Corps and am
now stationed here at Camp Lejeune under-
going advanced Infantry training. .

Today I read the enclosed article from the
Sunday Star concerning the comments Jof
Senator RoBerT KENNEDY. In 1 day this arti-
cle has become a major issue here. It is for
this reason that I am writing this letter.

There are several thousand marines in
training here; many with wives and children,
some away from home for the first time; all
soon to be heading in the same direction:
Vietnam. They left their individuallsm at
Parrls Island and became an integral part
of a strong fighting team—coated with
honor, pride, and bravery. All are aware of
the job to be done—why it must be done and
we are now learning how to do it. The high
temper of the spirlt among the marines is
surpassed only by their willingness to refund
our coveted liberties and freedoms anytime,
anywhere, against any enemy.
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Now we have a prominent U.S. Senator ask-
ing for a coalition government with the
Cominunists. recognizing the National ILib-
ortion Front., The big question here is,
Wiy? Why must we fight and sometimes die
in Vietnam and then turn around and give
them any part in the formation of a gov-
arament?  If we negotiate on those terms
now, it will only be a matter of time before
history will surely repeat itself in some other
country either in southeast Asia or another
het spot in the world. Then the marines
aleng with the other services will again be
called on to defend cur commitments. Why
can’t we stop the Communists now, instead
of playing hide and seck among the rice
paddies?

{, along with any of my fellow marines,
would be ready at s moments notice to lay
our lives on the line for our country, not
because it is the honorable thing to do, but
out of sincere love of country, pride, and our
desire to maintain those freedoms that our
forefathers have so bravely fought and died
to preserve. Now we ask you, why must we
bow te the “red line” in Vietnam, and com-
mib ourselves to a coalition government
which would certainly not serve the interests
of the South Viethamese people, and would
certainly be short of our pledge to them that
President  Johnson has so often  stated.
Thank you for your time in this matter. T
am looking forward to hearing from you
s00nN.

Camp VrrrUNE, S.C.

Let Us Stand Up and Be Counted for
Sanity

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

OF

HON. H. R. GROSS

OF IOWA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, March 2, 1966

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I recently
received from a constituent, Miss Aldora
Babcock, of Waverly, Towa, a most in-
Leresting letter in opposition to present
U.8. policy toward the friendly Govern-
ment of Rhodesia. She speaks from ex-
berience, having spent time in Rhodesia,.

In conclusion she says:

Our position In Africa needs Rhodesia;
our interests are clearly on the side of the
Ian Smith government. Let us stand up
and be counted for sanity.

T agree, and I commend her letter to
the attention of my colleagues:
WaverLY, Iowa,
February 6, 1966,
Congressman H. R. GrRoss,
Layburn House Office Building,
Washington. D.C.

Drar SIR: Tt comes with sickening sense
o see how the Western powers, whether
through ineptitude or by conscious design,
are taking the first steps—by the economic
sunctions they have imposed against Rho-
desia—to throw that ruggedly realist little
country to the wolves. That our U.S. State
Department should take no more knowledge-
able a line than to join in the “kill” with
the British Tabor Government is the most
nauseating pang of all.

Qur policy, as it stands, is an affront to
nn intelligent, humane, and respongsible peo-
vle who, out of background, are naturally
like-minded allies with wus; for they are a
pcople who are similarly Western oriented
in their outlook, cherish the same Anglo-
HSaxon heritage of free, self-governing insti-
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tutions, the same Christian trodition, and
whose ideological position in tiday’s cold-
war-donminated world is the same as ours.

I have been to Rhodesia and I know some-
thing about the aggressively realistic, self-
reliant, and proud spirit of this modern-
day, 20th-century state in the heartland of
onetime darkest Africa. In the high
standard of living achieved and the almost
breathtaking technological advance regis-
tered (here are gleaming skylires of mod-
ernistically styled concrete and glass sky-
scrapers, department stores stocked with
an amazing array of up-to-the-minute con-
sumers goods, hydroelectric development
projects transforming the countryside—and
all this brilliant success story achieved,
moreover, in the space of less than three-
quarters of a century); the Rhodeslans have
done the incredible,

And what is it but white settlor initiative
and know-hcw and white capital that have
spurred this march of progress and built up
this modern-minded democratic society and
forward- moving economy? While one would
hardly claim that the initial motivations
that impelled that first pioneer column were
anything much other than an alert self-
interest, it was as such, one can say, and
according to those times, an enlightened
self-interest, a rugged individunlism that
was to shape a way of life that
all classes and lift therm—and this includes
the native peoples as well—to progressively
higher levels of well-being. Indeed, here
i the central African bush, Rhodesia today
stands out as a solid little enclave of
modern civilization and the rule of law in
what is otherwise the wider frome of in-
dlgenous backwardness and chaatic turbu-
lence.

Americans, at least, should be impressed
by the Rhoclesian achievement, for Rhodesia’s
history closely parallels our own American
cpic, Here, too, rugged pioneers, by dint of
hard work and sound principles have tamed
and settled a wild land and built, up a so-
ciety whose constitutional framework pro-
vides potential recognition of equal rights
and opportunities for all its multiracial peo-
ples. That the blacks of Rhodesia are not
being “victimized by a white minority,” as
the Afro-Asians and the world’s sympathiz-
ing “bleecing hearts” are screaming, is dem-
onstrated by the fact that the Rhodesian
black nasionalist leadership actzd at the
time to endorse the new liberal censtitution
of 1961—its deferred enfranchisemnient time-
table and all.

Indeed, the Africans in Rhoclesia were
known to be a satisfied People until outside
bressures were brought to bear and the Com-
munist-oriented black revolutionury move-
ment began spreading its venom and stirring
up racial hatred. In their native townships,
their housing was good; social services en-
compassed need of every kind; education and
cconomic advancement were made available,
as much as was budgetarily practicable what
with a backward people that multiplies like
rabbits; the able and aspiring found helpful
encouragement.

The Rhodesian black is not ‘“unconscion-
ably exploited,” whatever the misguided lib~
erals and moralists who Pretend thieir hearts
bleed for the “poor, repressed African,” have
been ballyhooing. And that this i the case
has been confirmed again in the current
Rhodesian crisis by the refusal of the blacks
to strike and rebel, though there has been
plenty of outside pressure. They have re-
mained loyal to the government,.

Self-respecting, of high intelligence but-
tressed by fine humane instinets snd Chris-
tian conscience, the white Rhodesians are
also, cne must add, a people who are prac-
tically and forthrightly realist in  their
politics. They are not afraid to eall a spade
a spade. Those flaming battle crics of the
liberals—*“seclf-determination,” “one man
one vote,” “majority rule™-—and all the other
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pious pronouncements—they are honest
enough to lose no time in debunking for the
disarming speciousness and false idealism
they represent. They know them to be un-
attainable ideals in the black people’s pres-
ent state of advance, and an experiment of
dangerous precariousness if implemented in
the present posture of the world.

And are they not right? Wi profits if
black majority rule comes too soon and, by
reason of being too premature, lounders into
chaos and collapse and Rhodesia becomes
another of the world’s trouble spots for the
East and West, in their desperate cold-war
confrontation, to contend over and try to
bail out? The Rhodesians are not a Bourbon
dynasty clinging to a vanished order of
things. Theirs will be an actively function-
ing multiracial-based state ultimately, but
with the transition to majorily control
geared to a slower, more conservative tempo-—
all to the end that a hard-won civilization
will not face needless exposure to the wanton
forces of disorder and demoralization now
unleashed in the world. Is not here the
counsel of commonsense?

That Rhodesia is the keystone to the Wesl's
position In Africa is not an overstatement.
As Rhodesia goes, so goes all of Africa. If
the leftist attack on Rhodesia succeeds, the
black revolution will next turn to Portuguese
colonial Africa, and then to South Africa,
until the whole structure that European
colonialism built up in Africa will have
toppled irretrievably. Africa will be lost to
the West and with all that that means in
access to its resources, strategic bases, and
shipping lanes still open.

A moment of truth, therefore, faces Amer-
ica, for even now the black comnionwealth
natlons are planning more extreme measures
against Rhodesia even to an invasion of the
country, which, while it will hardly succeed,
is bound to force Prime Minister Wilson's
hand in the Machiavellian role he is play-
ing—trying to walk the tightrope between
a pro-Rhodesian British electorate and the
Afro-Asian pressure bloc. Timely and deci-
sive action by the American Government
could do something to arrest the desperately
descending spiral.

Therefore, I hope that Congress, under its
delegated power “to regulate commerce with
foreign nations,” will take the initiative in
this session to remove the trade embargo
the Johnson administration has imposed
against this robust, objectively realist little
country that stands on its own feet and asks
110 handouts of anybody. I hope. further,
that it will restate and give vitality to an-
other long-time American principle—non-
interference in the internal affairs ol another
state——to the end that Rhodesla will be lelt
alone to solve its own problems and to work
out the slower transition of its backward
beoples to full citizenship that it believes
to be right, unhampered by punitive inter-
national action.

Our position in Africa needs Rhodesia; our
interests are clearly on the side of the Ian
Smith government. Let us stand up and be
counted for sanity.

Very truly yours,
Miss ALbora BAascocoxk,

Dr. Bernard Braskamp

SPEECH

HON. JAMES W. TRIMBLE

OF ARKANSAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, February 23, 1966

Mr. TRIMBLE. Mr. Speaker, When
Dr. Braskamp, our beloved Chaplain,
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the idea this (saving silver coins) is one way
to help them out.

T insert the entire editorial at this
point in the RECORD:
Tre DISAPPEARING HALVES

Miss Eva Adams, Director of the U.8. Mint,
has reported to a congressional committee
that 400 million of the Kennedy half dollars
have disappeared.

She said the public seems to be hoard-
ing these coins but she doesn’t understand
why because, according to her, for many,
many years to come the coins will have no
special value—there are too many of them,

But we also note there has been a heavy
hoarding of the old half dollars, with Ben-
jamin Franklin’s image on them, And ap-
parently & lot of the old-fashioned dquar-
ters are being stashed away.

This leads to some observations, of which
Miss Adams surely is aware:

Amerlcans can be quite sentimental about
some things. They are especlally sentimental
about a popular young President who was
assassinated. His image is on those half
dollars.

Moreover, Government officials may preach
about the coins having no extra value in
years to come. They may be right. But we
suspect a great many Americans simply do
not believe this.

As a matter of fact, the half dollars now
belng minted are only 40-percent silver, com-
pared to the 90-percent content in the old
ones, New quarters and the dimes soon to
be produced will be made of copper and
nickel.

In the marketplace, the new coins are
worth their stated values only because the
Government says so. But the old colng are
worth almost as much asg their stated values
in silver. The prineipal reason for minting
the new coins was the shortage of silver.
Anyone who thinks Americans can’'t add
doesn’t know them very well.

It has not been. uncommon in the past
for many of us to hide away a few colns for
the grandchlldren or great-grandchildren on
the theory they would have rare-coin values
by that time. Since we also are passing
along most of our national debt to grand-
children and great-grandchildren, some
Americans may have got the idea this is one
way to help them out.

The Marines’ Riverine Warfare Technique
in Vietnam

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. SAMUEL S. STRATTON

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, March 2, 1966

Mr. STRATTON, Mr. Speaker, one of
the most interesting developments in the
fighting in Vietnam has been the em-~
phasis on river warfare. The Marine
Corps, with its naval tradition, has placed
particular emphasis on this form of war-
fare. Because of the fairly far reaching
implications of this new development—
a throwback to procedures we knew more
clearly in the civil war. I believe my
colleagues will be interested in the fol~
lowing. article by a distinguished naval
expert, Mr. L. Edgar Prina, of the Wash~
ington Star, which appeared originally
in the Sunday Star of January 23, 1966.

The article follows:

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — APPE
MARINES SEEK ‘Iiloc'rrm\m FOR RIVERINE

(By L. Edgar Prina)

Gen. Wallace M. Greene, Jr., Commandant
of the Marine Corps, is freshly returned from
an inspection tour of Vietnam more con=
vinced than ever that the United States and
1ts allies must substantially improve their
abllity to wage what he calls “riverine war~
fare” if they are evér to pacify the country.

What is “riverine (river) warfare,” a term
which is very likely to be more and more
discussed? The Marines define it as war-
Fare which encompasses, ‘‘all operations con-
ducted 1n a river environment,” including
“piver navigation, crossing, defense and offen-
sive in a delta, security of and along a river,
patrolling and loglstic support along a river
route of communication.”

Anyone familar with the geography of Viet-
nam knows how vitally important, even
dominating, are its waterways, the big
Mekong and Red River systems and the many
other smaller ones. As in virtually all under-
developed countries, rivers are the principal
arteries of communication and commerce in
Vietnam,

The Marines know the importance of the
inland waterways firsthand. All three en-
claves presently occupied by elements of the
3d Marine Amphibious Force in Vietnam—
Da Nang, Chu Lai and Phu Bai—are located
in or near river delta areas.

PERFORMED IEROICALLY

Unhappily, tco many miles of river and
adjacent territory in South Vietnam are In
the hands of the Communist Vietcong
guerrillas. In addition to exploiting these
arteriés for military purposes, they tax the
peasants and farm folk for using them—often
taking a substantial amount of the food and
goods in transit as payment.

The Pentagon has given lipservice to the
idea, of the importance of riverine ‘warfare.
But nelther the men, money, materials, or
brainpower has been devoted to the creation
and outfitting of forces which could seize con-
trol of these waterways so that they could
be used by our side for offensive operations
against the guerrillas and for spreading gov-
ernment authority to new areas of the
country.

This is not to say that the allies have done
nothing. The South Vietnamese Navy has a
River Assault Group (RAG), which attempts
to keep some waterways open. It Is a jury-
rigged outfit which, while some of its units
and U.S. advisers have performed herolcelly,
is not one to do much more than scratch the
surface of the potential. The RAG is a de-
scendant of the old French Dinassaut (Divi-
sion Navale d’Assaut) concept to provide
armed transport and fire support along the
rivers of Indo-China,

NEW RIVER BOAT

The U.S. Navy is going to make a contrlbu-
tion to the river effort by complementing the
Vietnamese RAG with 120 new high-speed
patrol boets. The flrst of these 31-foot,
diesel-powered craft are expected to be on
their way to Vietnam within the next geveral
weeks.

Armed with .30- and .50-caliber machine-
guns, the American-manned boats were bullt
gtrictly for patrol and not for assault or gun-
fire support missions, Their water-jet pro-
pulsion systems (they have no propellers)
will permit them to operate safely and speed-
ily even in shallow inlets and backwaters.

The Navy is also building a new gunboat,
the PGM-84 class, but it is to be used pri-
marily for coastal operations.

A smaller craft, called Swift, is already in
the war zone, but it, too, is engaged In coastal
survelllance, checking on Communist smug-
gling and infiltration. Six of them are sta-
tioned at Phu Quoe Island, in the Gulf of
Thailand. Fifty feet long and, as their name

suggests, capable of high speeds, the Swifts
presumably could be used to handle some -
tasks on the rivers.

The naval high command, however, has
not fought for the river warfare mission. As
a matter of fact, except for a few energetic,
relatlvely junior admirals, the Navy has
shown precious little interest in it.

Greene, a leader in the effort to convince
the Navy and the Defense Department of the
opportunity to take a forward step by de-
veloping an aspect of counterguerrilla war-
fare which has been long neglected, concedes
that U.S. military doctrine with respect to
tactical operations on and along a river is in-
adequate. But he has done something about
it.

Recalling how a group of bright, young
field grade officers at the Marine Corps
Schools in Quantico, Va., helped develop the
landing force doctrine in the 1930’s, a doc-
trine which served as the underpinning for
our amphibious operations in World War II,
the Commandant late last month fired off a
new project directive to the coordinator, Ma-
rine Corps Landing Force Development Ac-
‘tivities at Quantico, calling for creation of
a doctrine for the conduct of riverine war-
fare.

HAVE CROSSING DOCTRINE

Greene’s directlve put the problem this
way: 4

“YWhat can be done to provide the 3rd
Marine Amphibious Force and others with
8 doctrine for tactics, techniques, orgahiza-
tion, and materials to continue operations in

the riverine environment which their am-

phiblous landing has located them, without
degrading their capability to conduct am-
phibious operations?”

The coordinator won’t have an easy time.
He will have to come up with answers con-
cerning the kinds of river craft and vehicles
which will be needed; the relationship be-
tween the weapons and vehicles; river charts
and reconnaissance methods; an evaluation
of riverine environment and marginal ter-
raln; a system for providing integrated mo-
bility and firepower and logistic support.

The Marines have a river crossing doctrine.
If the coordinator can develop one for oper-
ations along and on a river, it could be &
major contribution to a successful prosecu-
tion of the war in Vietnam.

And, if the future is as grim as the pres-
ent, 1t might be needed in counterguerrilla
operations in other parts of Asia and in
Africa and Latin America, the underdevel-
oped areas Communist China seeks to ex-
ploit in its grandiose strategic plan for en-
circling the northern half of the world,

Texas Senate Resolution 21

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. J. J. PICKLE

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, March 2, 1966

Mr. PICKLE. Mr. Speaker, today,
March 2, is Texas Independence Day. It
js an historic day for Texans as well as
men of liberty everywhere.

The same profound and intensive con-
cepts of democracy and liberty that
prompted the fathers of Texas to de-
clare the State’s independence some 130
years ago brings forth this expression of
support for the Nation’s efforts in oppos-
ing those who would deprive other people
of their rightful claim to independence.
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died the House lost another one of itg in-
spirations. It would be needless for me
to say he was a devoted, able public serv-
ant because everybody knows that.

e had that happy facility, whether
you were in bed ill or on your feet feeling
line, of making you feel better. He was
Lruly one of God’s great leaders. All of
us will miss him much.

Our deepest sympathy goes to his loved
ones in this, their hour of great loss.

s o T Tt e

Thirieen Million Sign for Insurance

XTENSION OF REMARKS

OF

HON. JOHN J. GILLIGAN

¥ DHIO
IN TH& HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, March 2, 1966

Mr. GILLIGAN. Mr. Speaker, I call
o the attention of my colleagues a recent
article on the supblementary insurance
provision of the Medicare Act designed
to cover doctor bills. It is written by
John Troan and appeared in the Febru-
ary 14 issue of the Cineinnati Post and
‘Times Star. Mr. Troan interviewed
Social Security Commissioner Robert M.
Ball, and the questions and answers
pbrovide some valuable and clear infor-
mation about the voluntary insurance.

MEDICARE PICTURE: 13 MILLION SIGN FOR

{NSURANCE
(13y John Troan)

‘WASHINGTON -—After months of foot
dragging, Americans are flocking to sign up
Tor the bargain-rate medical insurance of-
Tered hy medicare.

Soclal Security Commissioner Robert M,
Ball says about 13.5 million persons past
65 have now enrolled for this supplementary
insurance, designated chiefly to cover doctor
bills.

Hy the end of the initial enrollment pe-
riod next month, Ball expects 80 to 90 per-
vent of the 19 million eligibles—between 15.2
milllon and 17.1 million persons to have
signed.

PFollowing is a question-answer interview
on this subject with the chief of the Social
Hecurity Administration:

Question. Commissioner Ball, how many
pbersons have signed up for the supplemen-
Lary medicare insurance?

Answer. So far about 13.5 million, 70 per-
rent of those eligible. And there are still
T weeks to go betore the first enrollment
period ends March 31, so I'm confident by the
end of next month we'll have 80 to 90 percent
of the 19 million enrolled.

uestion. Who Is eligible for this insur-
mee?

Answer. Just about everybody over 65,
iegardless of whether or not he ever worked
inder social security and whether or not he
intends to retire.

Question. How many have turned down
this insurance?

Answer. Something over a million, or 6
percent of the total eligible. But many of
those who have said no are changing their
minds,

Wuestion. What reasons do
turning it down?

Answer. Many of thase who gives a reason
sny they car't afford it.

wWuestion. How much does the supplemen-
Lary insurance cost?

Answer. Three dollars for ench Individual
past 65, The Government matches this
bremium, which means you're getting $6
worth of protection for §3,

they give for

Question. How is the premium to be paid?

Answer: If a person who is signed up is
drawing a monthly social security, ruailroad
retirement, or civil service retirement check,
the amount will be deducted automatically
from the check. Otherwise, the perscn will
e billed by social security &t regular inter-
vals.

Question. What other reasons do people
give for refusing the insurance?

Answer. Many have said—-and this is gen-
erally a mistaken reason—that they don’t

want the supnlementary insurance bocause |

they already have such coverage either
through Blue Shield or Blue Cross or a com-
mercial firm.

Question. But will the “Blues” and com-
rercial compunies continue such coverage
after medicare takes effect? .

Answer. 'That's just it, most of them have
made it clear they aren’t going to duplicate
for the aged what medicare offers, and most
are urging their policyholders to sign up.
Some already Lave announced they are zoing
to change coverage once medicare begins.

Question. That’s next July 1?

Answer. Yes. That's when all medicare
benefits except those pertaining to skilleq
nursing homes go into effect. The nursing-
home benefits will not be available until
January 1, 1967,

Question. Now
two parts——

Answer. That’s right: Plan A, or bhasic
hospital insurance, and plan B, or supple-
mentary medical insurance,

Question. Plan A will—

Answer. In general, it will offer up to 90
days of care in a hospital for each spell of
illness, with the patient paying the first $40
plus $10 for each day after the first 60. It
also will offer home-health benefits—in a
patient’s own home—following hosplitaliza-
tion. And in 1967, benefits in slkilled nursing
homes will be adcled.

Question. And plan B?

Answer: Primarily, it will help pay dcetor
bills—whether the physician renders his serv-
ices in the patient’s home, in his own oifice,
or in a hospital, nursing home, or other in-
stitution.

Question. Any exceptions?

Answer. The biggest exceptions are drugs
and long-term nursing home care—beyond
that provided by the basic plan. Nor will
the supplementary insurahce cover routine
physicals, inoculations, examinations for aye-
glasses or hearing alds, or cosmetic surgery.

Question. How about dental care?

Answer: It won't cover dental care gen-
erally. But it will help pay for dental scrv-
ices in surgery on the jaw or other facial
bones if this is required by accodent or dis-
ease,

Question. Any other coverage?

Answer: If a person is treated outsids a
hospital for a mental, psychoneurotic, or per-
sonality disorder, the insurance will cover
half of the bill up to a total benefit of $250
a year for this purpose.

Question. Anything else?

Answer. If a person needs the services, in
his own home, of a part-time nurse, a nurse’s
aid, a medical social worker, or a physical,
speech or occupational therapist, the insar-
ance will cover up %o 100 visits a year by
such health workers provided by a honie-
health agency.

Question. Isn’t this home-health bencfit
the same as that offered “free” by the basic
medicare plan?

Answer. It's similar. But to draw a home-
health benefits under the basic plan, the
patient must first be hospitalized. To draw
the benefits under the supplementary plan,
there is no hospial requirement. Further-
more, if a patient needs home-health care
after discharge from a hospital he can drow

medicare is divided into

100 visits a year under the basic plan plis
100 under the supplementary.
Question. What else does the supple-

mentary insurance cover?

A1101

Answer. Diagnostic tests, including X-rays
and laboratory tests, in addition to those
offered by the basic plan; radiation therapy;
surgical dressings. splints, casts and so on;
rental of such medical equipment as oxy-
gen tents and wheelchairs; artificial limibs,
artificial eyes, braces.

Question: How about artificial teeth?

Answer. No. The plan won't pay for [alse
teeth, hearing aids or eyeglasses.

Question. Does it cover the full cost of
the benefits?

Answer. No. First of all, the patient is
responsible for al! services not covered by
the plan—such as drugs and ordinary dental
bills. In addition, the patient is responsi-
ble for the first $50 of medical expens: he
incurs each year for services in which the
supplementary insurance does apply.

Question. Does the insurance pay the bal-
ance?

Answer. It will pay 80 percent of the
remainder-—80 percent of what’s left after
the patient takes care of the noncovared
expenses and the $50 deductible.

Question. Will a doctor’s full fee be figired
into this?

Answer. Medicare will pay up to 80 per-
cent of what is determined to be a “rea-
sonable charge,” based on customary and
prevailing fees in the area. If a doctor bills
medicare directly, the “reasonable charga
must be his full charge. If he bills the pa-
tient, the doctor may charge anything he
wishes but the patient will be reimbursed
by medicare for no more than 80 percent
of the “reasonable charge.”

Question. When should a berson sign up?

Answer. Those who were 65 before Jana
uary 1, 1966, must sign up before the ¢nd
of the first enrollment period March 3i.

Question. If they don’t?

Answer. They’ll have to wait for the rext
enrollment period, and Pay a higher premiuam
when they do sign up. For instance, if a
person who reached 65 before January 1
doesn’t enroll by the end of March he won't
have another chance to sign up until Octo-
ber 1967; his insurance won’f take elTect
until July 1968, and his monthly premium
will be $3.30 rather than $3.

Question. How and where do I sign up?

Answer. If you still haven’t been con-
tacted, get in touch with your nearest So-
cial Security office immediately.

The Disappearing Halves

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. JAMES H. (JIMMY) QUILLEY

OF TENNESSEE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, March 2, 1966

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Speaker, an i1:-
teresting commentary on the increase «f
unofficial coin collectors in our Nation
appeared in the Knoxville News-Sentinl
on February 26, 1966.

The new collectors are not concerne:l
barticularly with the age of the coins,
rather they are saving any quarters,
nickels, or half dollars which wers
minted before 1965.

This editorial brings to mind the as-
sertion of Thomas Jefferson that our na.
tional debt should not be left to be poid
by the next generation,

The conclusion of the article gives
one of today's answers to Jefferson's
proposition:

Since we also are passing along most of our
national debt to grandchildren and greasn
grandchildren, some Americans may have gosn
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In a word, transportation has become one
of the soclal problems of our time,

President Johnson referred to it in his
state of the Union message. “A new Depart-
ment of Transportation is needed,” he sald,
“to bring together our transportation activi-
ties. The present structure—35 Government
agencles spending $6 billlon yearly—makes
it impossible to serve elther the demands of
the Nation—the needs of Industry—or the
right of the taxpayer to full efficiency and
frugality.”

Britain, where transport problems are less
glgantic but more concentrated than in the
industrialized parts of the United States, has
long had a Ministry of Transport. The Brit-
ish public have tended to identify it with
roads—and Prime Minister Harold Wilson’s
recent appointment as Minister of Transport
of a woman who does not have a driving
license has produced snorts and guffaws
from some Britons (particularly male driv-
ers). But the putting of Mrs. Barbara
Castle-—for she is the lady in guestion—in
the top job at the Ministry of Transport be-
speaks recognition of the need for drive and
reorganization and, above all, the British
Government’s determination to draw up an
integrated transport plan for the United
Kingdom.

Mrs. Castle was an undoubted success in
the apparently not very glamorous or excit-
ing Ministry of Overseas Development where
Prime Minister Wilson appointed her after
the 1964 general election. His decision to
put her in charge of transport is—as the
Economist sald—imaginative, It stems from
the same basic need as prompted President
Johnson's announcement of a new Depart-
ment of Transportation in the United States.
All of us have a vested Interest in the suc-
cess of both moves, for all of us have a
greater urge and opportunity than ever to
get about—whether it be simply getting to
work from the suburbs or more ambitiously
getting away on vacation.

[From the Washington (D.C.) Evening Star,
Jan. 26, 1966]

Too MaNY COOKS

President Johnson in his state of the
Union message put his finger on one of the
major flaws in American transportation pol-
icy. Regulation i1s now divided among no
less than 35 Government agencies, spending
& total of 8§56 billlon yearly.

Such a fragmented approach, in the Pres-
ident’s words, “makes it almost impossible
to serve either the growing demands of this
great Natlon, or the needs of the industry,
or the right of the taxpayer to full efficiency
and real frugality.”

Mr. Johnson’s remedy would be to central~
ize all this supervision of airlines, railroads,

' trucking, and shipping in a new Department
of Transportation. While Congress must
awalt detalls of how this would be accom-
plished, the baslc idea seems so logical and
simple that the puzzle 1s why it was not done
long ago.

Actually, the notion of such a Cabinet-
level department has been kicking around
Washington for years, but mutual suspiclon
and hostility among the powerful lobbies
representing the various carriers and the
struggles by bureaucrats to keep control over
thelr little fisfdoms have successfully stalled

' action,

The result is a patchwork approach to the
industry. Some modes of transportation
must build their own depots while others use
buildings erected at taxpayers’ expense.
Some carriers pay tax on fuel, others do not.
Uncle Sam contributes to the cost of safety
devices for one industry, while another re-
ceives no such beneflt. And so it goes.

Putting all the regulators in one depart-
ment will not automatically produce a ra-

tional, fair, and harmonious policy toward

each segment of the Industry. But it is the

first step that must be taken to achieve such

a reform., The public Interest requires no

less.

[From the Washington (D.C.) Post, Jan. 19,
1966]

TRANSPORTATION AND MORE

The President's proposal to establish a
Department of Transportation, g single
agency that would coordinate the diverse
brograms and functions of the Federal Gov-
ernment, deserves the widest support. In
fact, -2 good case can be made for broad-
ening the scope of the new department to
Include communications and power.

There are obvious and compelling reasons
for placing the Federal transportation agen-
cles under one roof. The Federal Govern-
ment 1s now spending some $6 billion a year
for motor highway construction, the sub-
sidizatlon of the merchant marine, inland
waterway and harbor improvement and the
regulation of rallroads, airlines, and common
motor carriers. But those dollars connot be
spent effectively, they cannot confer maxi-
mum beneflts upon the taxpayers unless na-
tlonal goals are clearly specified and pur-
sued through coordinated efforts. Neither
logic nor necessity has decreed that the Fed-
eral highway and waterways programs must
work to the detriment of the Natlon’s rail-
roads as they do now.

But a perfunctory coordination of trans- -

poration activities, one that merely results
in shifting autonomous agencles under one
big, bureaucratic tent will accomplish noth-
ing more than an Increase in Federal em-
ployment. To cite a specific example, the
new department is not going to be effective
80 long as the Interstate Commerce Commis-
slon, that sclerotic archetype of the inde-
pendent regulatory agency, continues to es-
tablish minimum, not maximum rates and
approve rail mergers without sufficlent at-
tention to the balance and efficlency of the
total transportation system. The effective
coordination of Federal transportation pro-
grams, to say the very least, will involve a
political strupggle.

But that struggle, which will be centered
largely around the conflicting interest of dif-
ferent modes of transportation, is not likely
to be protracted if the new department were
to encompass communications and the
transmission of power. The inclusion of the
Federal Communications and Federal Power
Commissions in a new Department of Trans-
portation, Communications, and Power
would make 1t possible for the Government
to regulate virtually all the interstate public
utilities in & uniform and equitable manner.

The inability of both the Kennedy and
Johnson administrations to make headway
in the effort to alter railroad rate regulation
13 but a foretaste of the opposition to the
formation of a new department.

TAX ADJUSTMENT ACT OF 1966

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pur-
suant to the previous unanimous-consent
agreemer.t, the Chair lays before the
Senate H.R. 12752, which will be stated
by title.

The LecistaTive CLeErx. A bill (H.R.
12752) to provide for graduated with-
holding of income tax from wages, to re-

quire declarations of estimated tax with.

respect to self-emnployment income, to
accelerate current payments of esti-
mated income tax by corporations, to
postpone certain excise tax rate reduc-
tions, and for other purposes.

4505

THE VICE PRESIDENT’S INFORMAL
MEETING WITH THE COMMITTEE
ON FOREIGN RELATIONS

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I have
before me a most interesting article that
appeared in this morning’s Washington
Post. The headline is “HUMPHREY Agrees
To See FuLBRIGHT Panel Privately.”

The article states:

Vice President HUMPHREY agreed yester-

" day to a compromise plan to meet with the

Senate Foreign Relations Committee in
private, informal session.

For the past 2 weeks HuMPHREY has re-
Jected Chairman J. WiLriaM FULBRIGHT'S re-
quest that he meet with the committee in
8 more formal public session.

Under the compromise plan, HUMPHREY
will meet with the committee this after-
noon on the neutral ground of Majority
Leader Mixe MANSFIELD’S Capitol office.

FULBRIGHT’S disagreement with another
high administration official-—President
Johnson-—continued to simmer yesterday.

The President refused to make public the
testlmony he gave to the Senate Foreign,
Relations Committee on May 25, 1961, after
he returned from an Asian tour which he
made as Vice President. On Monday Fur-
BRIGHT suggested that the President make
the testimony pubiic.

At 8 press conference yesterday, Presiden-
tial Press Secretary Bill Moyers sald that Mr.
Johnson had appeared before the 1961 com-
mittee meeting with the understanding that
1t “would be informal and private.” Moyers
sald that the President “doesn't regard it
as appropriate to change the rules 5 years
later” by making public his testimony.

In another development, FurLprGHT dig-
closed that the committee would resume
public hearings on U.S. Asian policy next
Tuesday.

The new hearings will center on Commu-
nist China. The first witnesses will be two
university experts on China—A, Doak Barnett
of Columbia University on Tuesday and
Harvard’s John K. Fairbank on Thursday.,

My reaction to the story is: How ab-
surd can we he?

I am a member of the Committee on
Foreign Relations, and this morning I
protested any informal meeting with the
Vice President on neutral grounds in the
majority leader’s office this afternoon.

I do not care how many Senators, be
they members of the Committee on For-
eign Relations or not, want to meet with
the Vice President any time they want to
meet with him. However, as a member
of the Committee on Foreign Relations,
I do object and said so this morning, to
this kind of fol-de-rol, to this kind of
nonsense.

Mr. President, no one has defended
more than I have—and I shall continue to
do so—the matter of separation of pow-
ers and the right of executive privilege.

The Vice President of the United States
does not have to come to any committee
meeting that he does not wish to attend.
He is completely protected by executive
privilege. He can volunteer to come. It
has happened in the past.

But, Mr. President, I am at a loss. to
understand this parliamentary nonsense.
I should have thought that the Vice Pres-
ident, on his own initiative, would have
asked for the opportunity to appear be-
fore the Forelgn Relations Committee in
open sesslon, to discuss with the commit-
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tee the trip into Asia that he took at the
request of the President of the United
States. ‘That would have been a most
appropriate forum in which to discuss it.

There are other forums, and the Vice
President is using them, as he has a per-
pet right to do, and I am glad he is using
ihem. He used the forum of the East
1oom of the White House the other
morning. in fact, I think he used it on
a couple of mornings, to meet with vari-
ous Members of Congress. 'That is fine;
T heartily approve of it.

Tfe has announced that he Is going to
use forums across the country to discuss
his trip wilh the American people. I
highly approve of that. He has used the
forum of nationwide television and I ap-
vrove of that.

'he Foreign Relations Committee has
cortain special responsibilities in the field
of foreign policy. It has certain special
prerogatives in that field, and has a re-
sponsibility to officially seck to take testi-
mony from those who, in the opinion of
the committee, are particularly qualified
and competent to be of assistance to the
committee by giving them their testi-
mony.

‘The committee chairman, the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. FULBRIGHT] was
gecking to carry out that responsibility
when he most respectfully suggested, the
otner day, that the Vice President meet
with the Foreign Relations Committee in
ouen, public session and discuss with the
committee the trip that he had taken,
and the many foreign relations problems
lhat were raised by that trip.

Wwhen it became clear that the Vice
president would not wish to meet with
the Foreign Relations Committee in open
session, the chairman of the committee
mnst respectiully and properly suggested
that he meet in executive session with
the commitlee. When that was first sug-
gested in our committee, I made 1t clear
that it should be at the voluntary discre-
tion of the Vice President, that we could
1ot insist that he meet with us, but that
we had the right to invite him to an exee-
utive meeting.

When the Vice Presldent indicated, as
I understand he did, that he did not care
to meet the committee in public session
or execubive session, the matter should
have been dropped. I do not think that
it, is fair, either to the committee or to
the Vice President, to become involved
in this hybrid arrangement, which is
yoither tish nor fowl.

Therctore, Mr. President, I made clear
at the meeting this morning that I would
1ot attend the session this afternoon, be-
cause I do not think that that session is in
keeping with the separation of powers
doetrine as far as a Senate committee is
concerned, unless they were simply meet-
ing as individual Senators, without any
representation that it is a committee
meeting. As far as I am concerned, there
iz no oificial Foreign Relations Comrnit-
Lee meeting with the Vice President, and
there cannot be, under the terms seb
forth in bthis press report.

I"here are some questions that the
American people are entitled to have an-
swered by the Vice President, but they
are entitled to have them answered, in
spen session, where he can be asked on

the record questions alboui problems that
are raised, for example, by a story that
appeared in the Washington Daily News
of Pebruary 25, by Walt Friedenberg, en-
titled “South Korea Drove a Bargain
With H.JH.”—meaning the Vice Presi-
dent.

The article reads:

SEouL, February 24.—-Viece President Hum-
purEY ended his 2-week, 9-nation tour here
with a bargaining session on terms for send-
ing more South Korean troops to help fight
in Vietnam.

The terms were not made public. It Is
agreed, however, that this country will send
one more regiment to South Vietnam by the
end of April and a full infantry division by
mid-July

The present ROK troop total of 23,000
would ths rise to about 40,000,

Seoul argued that its present contingent
n Vietnam was a reasonable coutribution.
But if more troops were to be sent, South
Korea must look to its natiomal interests,
that is, be compensated.

So far as can be learned now, South Korea
has been proraised:

The graduzl, selected reequipping (chiefly
in heavy weapons) of its 500,000-man army.

Assurance that $150 million in earmarked
economic aid promptly will be forthcoming.

A stipend of about 82 a day paid for each
Korean soldler in Vietnam for better living
conditions.

The continued flow of Korean civilian tech-
nicians to good-paying construction jobs in
South Vietnam.

A greater share for Korea in the procure-
ment of cement, of military uniforms, and
other goods needed by South Vietnam.

An interesting story. I do not know
what the facts are. But I do know, Mr.
President, the American people are en-
titled to know what the facts are.

I ask unanimous consent that the two
articles from which I have quoted, the
one from today’s issue of the Washing-
ton Post entitled “Humpurey Agrees To
See Fulbright Panel Privately,” and the
one frcm yesterday's Washington Daily
News entitled “South Korea Drove a Bar-
gain with H.H.H,” be printed in the
REcoRD at this point.

There being no objection, the articles
were ordered to be printed in the REcorbp,
as follows:

[From :he Washingtor. (D.C.) Post, Mar. 1,
19685]
HumprHEY AGREES To SEE FULRRIGHT PANEL
PRIVATELY

Vice President HumeHarey agreed yesterday
to a compromise plan to meet with the Sen-
ate Forzign Relations Committee in private,
informz-l session.

For ihe past 2 wecks HUMPUREY has re-
Jected Chairman J. WiLLiaM FULCRIGHT'S re-
quest that he meet with the committee in &
more fcrmal public session.

‘Under the comprise plan, HuMPHREY will
meet with the committee this afternoon on
the neutral ground of Majority Leader MIKE
Mawsmprd's Capitol office.

FuULBRIGECT'S disagreement with another
high administration official—President John-
son—conticued to simmer yesterday.

The President refused to make public the
testimony he gave to the Senate Foreign
Relaticns Committee on May 25, 1961, after
he returned from an Asian tour which he
made as Vice President., On Monday FUL-
srIGHT suggested that the Presicent make the
testimony public.

At a press conference yesterday, Presiden-
tial Prass Secretary Bill Moyers said that Mr.
Johnscn had appeared betore the 1961 com-
mittee meeting with the understanding that
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it “would be informal and private. Moyers
sald that the President “doesn’t regard it as
appropriate to change the rules 5 years later”
by making public his testimony.

In another development, FULBRIGHT dis-
closed that the committee would resume pub-
jic hearings oa U.S. Asian policy next Tues-
day.

The new hearings will center on Comimu-
nist China. The first witnesses will be two
university experts on China-—A. Doak Bar-
nett of Columbia University on Tuesday and
Harvard’s John K. Fairbank on Thursday.

[From the Washington (D.C.y Daily News,
Feb. 24, 19661
MORE AID IN VIETNAM FOR MORE AID: SOUTH
KorEA DROVE A BARGAIN WiTH H.H.IL
(By Walt Friedenberg)

sgour, February 24.—Vice President
Humrarey ended his 2-week, nine-nation
tour here with a bargaining session on terms
for sending more South Korean troops to
help fight in Vietnam.

The terms were not made public. It is
agreed, however, that this country will send
one more regiment to South Vietnam by
the end of April and a full infantry division
by mid-July.

The present ROK troop total of 23,000
would thus rise to about 40,000,

Seoul argued that its present contingent
in Vietnam was a reasonable contribution.
But if more troops were to be sent, South
Korea must look to its “national interests,”
that is, be compensated.

So far as can be learned now, South Korea
has been promised:

The gradual, selected reequipping (chiefly
in heavy weapons) of its 500,000-man army.

Assurance that $150 million in earmarked
economic aid promptly will be forthcoming.

A stipend of about $2 a day puid for each
Korean soldier in Vietnam for “hetter living
conditions.”

The continued flow of Korean civilian tech-
nicians to good-paying construction jobs in
South Vietnam.

A greater share for Korea In thie procure-
ment of cement, of military uniforms, and
other goods needed by South Vietnam.

Mr. MORSE. I do know, Mr. Presi-
dent, that in a democracy, if it is to be
preserved, the executive branch of Gov-
ernment must be stopped, whether it in-
volves the President or the Vice Presi-
dent or both, from engaging in govern-
ment by executive supremacy. If the
Daily News story I have read is true, this
is dangerous stuff.

If it is true, it is imgportant that we
proceed without delay to check the in-
creasing exercise of arbitrary, capricious
power on the part of the President and
the Vice President of the United States
in the field of foreign policy.

By our failure to demand a public ac-
counting, we will entrench government
not by law but by a man. I know of no
man, including the President of the
United States, who should be given such
unchecked arbitrary power.

Thus, Mr. President, I do not intend
to participate in any conference—which
is going cn as I speak now—in the name
of the Committee on Foreign Relations.
In my judgment, if memkers of the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations, as indi-
vidual Senators, wish to meet with the
Vice President of the United States, then
they should do it in their individual
capacities as Senators. They should not
go Into any such off-the-record informal
meeting in the name of the Foreign Re-
lations Committee, because when a For-
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eign Relations Committee meeting is
held, it should be held as an official meet-
ing, in accordance with the rules and
policies of the committee.

Mr. President, it saddens me to make
these comments about the Vice Presi-
dent, but I mean every word. ’

In my judgment, anyone who advo-
cates, as the Vice President is advocat-
ing, the bombing of people to a so-called
peace table, has lost his right to claim
to be a liberal.” Anyone who is advocat-
ing the kind of an escalating war, which
the Vice President is advocating in his
public statements, has lost the right to
claim to be a liberal.

Mr., President, I have sald before on
the floor of the Senate, and repeat today,
that the issue is now before the Ameri-
can people.

T say to the American people that they
and they alone have the authority to
check this escalating war in Vietnam,
that they will have to do it at the ballot
box, beginning in the primaries Just
ahead, and then voting in the November
elections in 1966, continuing in the pri-
maries in 1968 and voting in the.general
election in 1968. Unless the American
people are willing to defeat those who
are seeking to lead this country—by its
present foreign policy—Into a major war
in Asia, which will be the inevitable end
result, then the American people have
only themselves to blame as increasing
thousands and thousands of Americans,
‘both military and ecivillan, will be
slaughtered in that holocaust.

Mr. President, that is the issue.

I am going to urge—short of a formal
declaration of war, which this President
should have recommended before he
sent a single boy into Asia to be slaugh-
tered—that the American people defeat
the policy which now characterizes the
warmaking policy of the administration.

I am perfectly willing to face the bal-
lot box. I am perfectly willing to be
judged by my people. I have served for
20 years in the Senafe, always on the
basis of the prineiple that each term is
- my last, for that is the only basis upon
which anyone, in my judgment, has any
right to serve in the Senate. For if we
are not willing to serve in this body on the
assumption that we are going to be either
reelected or defeated on the basis of the
record we make, as we utilize our inde-
pendence of judgment on the facts as
we find them, then we have no right to
serve here at all.

I am perfectly willing to be judged on
the record that I make, and to be judged
on my record for peace—a Dpeace oh
terms which honors my country and car-
ries out the long-held professings of my
country that we believe in following the
rulte of law in the settlement of interna-
tional disputes, and not in the rule of the
jungle by the use of military force which
we are following today in southeast Asia.

COMMUNICATIONS ON VIETNAM WAR

Mr. MORSE. Mr, President, I also ask
unanimous consent that certaln com-
munications, editorials, and articles
dealing with my views on foreign policy
be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the material
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:
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[From the Des Molnes (Iowa) Reglster,
Feb. 8, 1966]

MORSE ON THE VIETNAM WAaR

Secretary of State Dean Rusk told the
Senate Foreign Relatlons Committee on
January 28 that the administration had tried
to “expose fully to the public” the elements
of the Vietnam problem but that it was hard
to get the people to listen.

Critics of thHe administration’s policy do
not agree that an effort has been made to
expose the public to all elements of the
problem. They think the administration has
withheld informatlon and deceived the pub-
e in statements and speeches. The critics
might agree that it has been hard to get
the people to listen.

But thls situation has changed, we believe,
as a result of the big bulldup of U.S. forces
in Vietham, the bombing pause and 1its re-
sumption and the hearings of the Senate
Forelgn Relations Committee. People are
in a mood to listen. They want to obtaln a
better understanding of the problem,

Des Moines had evidence of this new mood
Sunday when about a fthousand persons
turned out to hear Senator WayNE MORSE,
Democrat, of Oregon, talk at a meeting
sponsored by Iowans for Peace in Vietnam.
Judging by the applause and the gquestlon-
ing of Senator Morsg, the audience was
largely sympathetic to the views of the Ore-
gon Senator, a harsh critlc of administra-
tlon policles.

Senator Morse made a strong, reasohable
and unemotlonal presentation of his case.
He made clear that he respects and admires
President Johnson and that he belleves the
President wants peace. MORSE has no sym-
pathy for communism. He does not favor
an immediate pullout of troops from Viet-
nam and he does not support those who
violate laws In peace demonstrations,

Senator Morse challenged the legal basls
for the actions the Unlted States has taken
in Vietnam, without a declaration of war.
He sees a drift to government by Executive
declslons, He believes secrecy policies and
deceptive propaganda make it difficult for
people to get the facts on Vietnam—and to
generate s change in our foreign policy.

Monse listed what he belleves are the fail-
ures of the United States to live up to provi-
sions of the Geneva treaty of 1954 and the
United Natlons Charter. He told of the lack
of support for U.8. vlews among other coun-
tries. He praised the belated declsion to ask
the United Nations to consider the problem.
He expressed his fears about the dangers of
escalation that could lead to war with Red
China and the Soviet Union.

‘We hope the great debate goes on, not only
through speeches throughout the country by
men like Senator Morse and those who dis-
agree with him, but also in the Senate For-
elgn Relations Committee and on the floor of
the Senate.

The search for an alternative policy to one
of indefinite expansion and intensification
of the war must contilnue—and that search
will be helped by bringing everything, ex-
cept security matters, into the open. Demo-~
cratic and constitutional processes must be
preserved in handling even such a difficult
problem as the war in Vietnam. ’

—

[From the Oregon Journal, Peb, 18, 1966]
Worrp WaAR I VETERAN VoOICES DOUBTS ON
VIETNAM

To the EpiToR:

May I in the name of Christianity and
democracy express my deep concerh in re-
gard to the road of destruction along which
our President and the hawks of the Pentagon
are leading us?

I volunteered 11 days after war was de-
clared in 1017. I furnished, three boys and
a girl in World War IT and one boy in the

. Korean war,

4507

While they were gone I ran a 250-acre
farm alone to make sure they had the food
with which to fight, I gave a gallon of blood
that they and their comrades might have
blood to meet their needs. I sold Govern-
ment bonds and never once did I miss my
quota, even if I had to buy enough myself
to fill it.

Now, some of those “super patrlots’ insist
that I send my grandsons to fight and die
in that hellhole of Vietham in order to
force a people to accept our brand of democ-
racy merely because it has proved a success
here where conditions are In no way the
same except that each deals with human
beings. What is wrong with America’s faith
in democracy when we will say that we must
send these boys to fight and die 7,000 miles
away because this big deal of communism
is llable to take us over?

Nowhere in the world can you show me
where communism has ever been able to
glve its people the things that we have
accomplished for ourselves. Nowhere can
you show me a country that has accepted
communism but what was driven there by
economic and soclal breakdown in its ability
to serve 1ts people. Communism cannot
galn a foothold unless there ls poverty, in-
justice, and economic chaos, This is the
ground In which it survives. Can napalm
bombs and destruction kill communism or
solve these problems? It cannot.

I will admit that America with all of the
destructive weapons can scorch the whole
of North and South Vietnam, but you will
never kill the cause for which they fight
regardless of what we choose to call if, and
you will leave behind a hatred all over Asla
that will live on forever. ‘Why doesn’t our
Government tell the people that 87,000 Viet-
namese regulars deserted in 1964 and 90,000
in the first 10 months of 196567 Thesé are
men whom we have equipped and trained,
and yet Mr, Johnson leads us to belleve that
they have come from the North, Most of
the arms that we capture are not Chinese
made, but Russian and United States made.

If we would have spent just a fraction of
our cost of war today in medical, educational,
soclal, and economiec advancements, we would
not be called on 20 years after our real com-
mitment was made by Vinegar Joe Stillwell,
who was head of the Chinese Nationallst
Forces during World War IL. We would not
be called on to make this staggering decision
facing us.,

I helped to elect Mr. Johnson bhecause of
my faith in him to resolve this crucial prob-
lem, But now I am thinking that perhaps
I have made a terrible mistake for he seems
completely under the spell of the hawks of
the Pentagon.

General Eisenhower warned us of this mil-
itary-industrial complex lest they would take
over; so did Gen. Matthew B. Ridgeway in
his book “Soldler.” “I challenge any thesis
that destroylng the military might of China
would be in our long-range Interest.” We
could - create there a great vacuum which
would compel us to drain our own resources
of men and money to ill, and it would bring
us face to face with Russia along a 7,000~
mile frontier., This is not my appraisal, but
the appralsal by a man whom I cannot bring
myself to call & “pinkie” or dove.

If such an emergency exists in Asia, why
are we to be called on to solve it alone? Is
our stake so much greater than the members
of SEATO and NATO? I know no better way
of sucking us dry than the way we are going.

I say what I have sald because I fear it
needs to be said. I have spent my 71 years
in full support of my country’s ideals, but
I'm Sure this i1s not one of them. My eye-
sight is good and I can still handle a gun.
Let me go if there is no other way, even 1f
I do not belleve or agree with it. But for
God and country’'s sake exhaust every ave-
nue bhefore we commlit these boys agalnst
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their will to fight and die in Vietnam for
what may be a lost cause. But if this be
necessary then let every laborer, every
Tfarmer, every industrialist operate on a non-
proflt basis. In closing let me remind us
all-—"“What profit a man if he gaineth the
whole world and yet loseth his own soul.”
SmNEY M. LOVRIEN.

WAaSHINGTON, D.C.,
FFebruary 6, 1966.

AR SENATOR MORSE: Your strong, dissent-
ing voice on our Vietnam policy is a major
contribution to the restoration of sanity in
our toreign policy. We are grateful for your
courage and lucld portrayal of the cminous,
mistaken course we are following.

We hope your committee will continue its
valiant effort to get the facts before the
American people, define our goals and turn
our policy toward realistic peace efforts.

Sincerely yours,
JACQUELINE KTENZLE.
SraTE COLLEGE, PaA.,
February 7, 1966.

I'mar SENATOR MORSE: You should know,
direetly, that your position and your inten-
tions in the guestions of the war in Vietnam
have our full support and are very much
appreciated.

We have joined the protests and we have
written to President Johnson. We are unable
to understand his objectives except in terms
of economical and political expansion and
domination, which probably, is what “im-
perialism’” means.

Yours truly,
i{wueo HisgIro.
OREGON TRUCKING ASSOCIATION, INC,,

Partiand, Oreg., February 1, 1966.
ITon. Wavyne L. MORSE,
U.S. Senator.
Old Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Luar Wavnrn: I can't help but believe that
you had a great influence on the President
when he referred the Vietnam situation to
the United Nutions. I had the privilege of
viewing last Sunday’s TV program and felt
at the time that you were right, that from
this time on ihe American public would de-
mand United Nations consideration.

I appreciate your forthright and positive
nosition, though I am sure that at times it
has been ditlicult, but then I also believe that
you are happier when you have a tough job
to do.

Ty best wishes to you and Mrs. Morse for
ession of Congress.
itest personal regards.

RoBERT R. KNIPE,

Managing Director.

th

Laxe Osweco, OREG.,
February 6, 19686,

Senator WayNe MORSE,

Washinglon, D.C.

{'mar S1r: FPlease continue your efforts in
prescing for stronger invesiigation of the
tacls in our administration’s policy and
patlicipation in the Vietnam war.

I teel very strongly that the majority of
Lhe Arcericun pcople do not faver further
involvement in this war.

We must seek negotiation and help from
the United Nutions if we are to survive as
=2 world leader.

Bincerely,
VICTORIA ¥F. JENSEN.
PORTLAND, ORFG.,
February 7, 1966.
Hon. WAYNE L. MORSE,
senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

kAR SENATOR: Let me be ohe of the first
to congratulate you on your sincere remarks
al Des Moines last night,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

I am writing many letters to various par-
ties relatlve to the Vietnam war and many
of us are so grateful to you for your effort
in getting the President to not be so stubborn
and listen to someone vesides the two Secre-
taries.

I only hope you can gel: these two men into
the Senate for questioning,

Many of us are attempting to try and help
1o stop this horrible carnage.

‘We are behind you in your efforts.

Sircerely,
ROY A. GAGE,
PORTLAND, CREG.,
Februyary 8, 1966.
Senator WavyNE MORSE,
Senate O;fice Building,
Washington, D.C.

Drar SENATOR MoOrSE: When :ihe record
shows how shamefully most great nations
and the United States have treated China,
no wander that country resents us.

McNamara’s declaraticn that we can de-
feat both Russia and China onlv provokes
war.

There is a paperback on “Chin:.” by Felix
Green (956 cents). Perhaps Mr. Berg can pro-
cure a copy. I recommend you read pages
264 to 203 whereln many strong points are
presented why our present policy regarding
China is unjust.

A wise acquaintance said to me, “I think
all the wise men are dead and I am feeling
bad myself.”

With great respect and best wishes.

Sinccrely,
WALTACE A. PRATT.
{~rarro, QnEG,,

Fehruary 7, 1966.

Drar S=waror Morse: Sorry ycu have to
suffer all this, trying to help us the people,
trying to save our leved onhes. Peuple every-
where are with you but are afrald of causing
trouble for their loved ones. I can’t under-
stand why raothers and fathers of this
country can’t put a stop te sending our men
to protect everyone else in the worid, All we
want is to have our men to prote:t our own
country right here.

We all know you are right and a ways have
been. We bave sent many letters protesting
this war out we are just the pecrle not the
Great Soclety, The servicemen are hooked.
This iz rot a free country, we nre full of
fear of our own President, That is the way
they wan: it. We would all feel different if
it was o declared war. We all know how
rotten al) this is. This is the worst.

Many of the other pecple in th» Congress
are against the President but are also afraid
of him. ¥ am afraid to sign my name.

Tleep well and keep trying to help us. It
makes us feel good to know soimcone like
you s siill allowed in the Senate. We keep
hoping they won’t shut you up, ut expect
it any time. They shut up everyone else.
We are sorry you are the only cae having
tc fight «il this. The people are with you
so keep it up.

Everything you have said a year ago Is
burning cut, exactly like you said it would.
The Big "I'hree still hasn’t been able to tell
us a true answer. Our dear loved ones get-
ting killed for someone clse. Oh dear God.
How can three men have such power?

Porrrawp, Carac.,

Feoruary 4, 1966.
Dran S1n: I agree with you on the concern
of saving young American lives over in Viet-
nam. We should save the “flower of our
youth” from getting killed over in Vietnam.
Those orientals should fight for themselves.

I speak as a Korean war veteran.
Sincerely,
Mr, THOM 5 DowD.

March 2, 1966

LARE OswWEGO, OREG.,
January 11, 1966.

Dear SENATOR MORSE: Congratulations on
your stand on the Vietnam war. My sup-
port is with you and I feel that you are
gaining more support all the time.

Let us hope that this move of the Presi~
dent’s today to take the issue to the United
Natlons succeeds.

Keep up the good work.

Very truly yours,
KATHERINE CORTRIGHT.

CORVALLTS, OrEC,,
January 17, 1966.
Senator WayNE MoRsE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

DEear SEnaTOR MoRSE: I wish to say that I
agree with you about Vietham. 1 told you
so last April, but I would like to reinind you.

My Dad arnd I voted for you when you
were a Republican even though we were
Democrats.

Would you tell Senators HARrRTKE,
CarTHY, Moss, BURDPICK, METCALF, Mc~
GoveErRN, MANSFIELD, GRUENING, and Fui-
BRIGHT that they have support for their
opposition. Thank you.

Yours truly,

Mc-

BaArsara J. Lucas.
MINNEAPOLIS, MINN.,
January 29, 1966,
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEarR SENATOR MorsiE: I wish Lo applaud
your public stand against the Administra-
tion's Vietnam foreign policy. As a graduate
student in political science at the University
of Minnesota in Minneapolis, but an ab-
sentee voter in the State of Oregon, I am
much concerned about the fecarscine impli-
cations of the present war in terms of escnla-
tion, the potential involvement of the Chi-
nese, and the impact the war aimosphere
has upon the democratic process within our
country. I wish to encourage your effort in
seeking to alter our Nation’s forcign policy
generally, and specifically in term: of seck-
ing our withdrawal from Vietnam. As far
a5 the techniques of withdrawal are con-
cerned your expertise in this mutter poes
beyond my knowledge. However, I can sce
that our invelvement in Vietnam will solve
no problems confronting that nstion, nor
add to our Nation’s statute throushout the
world, nor be of any material “self interest™
to the United States. Morally and from a
“realist” point of view, I see no rational rea-
son why we must contirue ocur policy in
Vietnam.

As an aside, T have noticed a shift of at-
titude within the academic circles of stu-
dents, teaching assistants, and professors
within the last year which increasingly ques-
tions and has doubts about our present
policy In Vietnam. At home in Roseburg
during Christmas I also talked with friends,
admittedly from a select socioeconomic level
and high educational level, who were in sup-
port of your position and very concerned
about the Vietnam policy of our Government
and its implications upon our Nat.on's gen-
eral foreign policy.

Sincerely,
RUSSELL A, Donnrro.

PopTLAMD, Onrn
January 6, 1966,
Hon, WayNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

Desr SENATOR Morse: I and my family
should like to commend you for veicing your
opinions regarding the so-called peaceful
expedition in Vietnam. Yours is as “a voice
crying in the wilderness” and you deserve
praise for taking the right, but unpopular
stand, on this controversial situation.
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I have followed your stand on this matter
for the past several years and have used
material as expressed by you In the Cown-
GRESSIONAL RECORD on the whole sorry record
of this situation. . -

Respectfully,
HowaARD WATERBURY, Jr.

* ASHLAND, OREG.,
January 25, 1966.
Senator WayNE MoORSE,
Senate Chambers,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Smr: Your efforts are sincere to
familiarize the American people of the facts
of Vietnam. It is hoped that you will con-
tinue to demand that the Vietnam situation
come 1o a halt, and be referred to the United
Nations for settlement in accord with the
Geneva agreement.

Respectfully,
. CLAUDE J. MILLER.

OREGON CITY, OREG.,
. January 27, 1966.
Hon. WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Weashington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR MoORSE: Realizing that you,
no doubt, have had much criticism regard-
ing your stand on the Vietnam situation and
that those of us who are in agreement with
you are often lax at letting you know that
we are 100 percent for you I feel that I have,
thus far, been remiss by not writing you in
commendation. I want you to know that
many rather quiet people are behind you In
the stand you have taken. Despite all the
pecple with whom I talk dally I have yet
to hear one person express support of what
we are doing in Vietnam.

While many people, thinking it unpatri-
otic not to support policles of the President,
have rather begrudglingly given assent to his
escalation of the war because they feel he
ought to know what he is doing, they do not
support our role in Vietnam, and they are
hoping and praying for peace. Republicans
and Democrats allke, however, support you
in your role of opposition and I'm glad to
see that now some others are jolning you
vocally In the Senate and House.

Again, congratulations on your faithful-
ness to consclence and to the upholding of
the constitutional freedoms of our democtacy.

Respectfully yours,
Rev. HORACE L, BACHELDER,
PorTLAND, OREG.,
January 27, 1966.

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: * * * We would
like to know, why we are in Vietnam. To
whom are we committed? There are so many
questions that have no answers in this re-
gard. We parents have sons that are golng to
be involved In this mess, should certainly
have the right to know why our boys are
being sent there.

Many people in Oregon appreciate your
stand on the Vietnam situation, end hope
you will continue your work to end this war.

Sincerely,
Mrs. Joun D. BOONE,
PORTLAND, OREG.,
January 26, 1966,
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington 25, D.C,

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Tonight's Oregon
Journal carrles a short note that you op-
pose the sending of draftees to Vietnam
agalnst their will without congressional ap-
proval, .

I earnestly concur and I applaud your
stand. I detest the administration’s bypass-
ing of Congress with the Vietnam mess;
such action is usurpation of power.

No. 37——21

I very sincerly pray your legislation is
fruttful. :
Yours,
MACLYN GEROLD.

PORTLAND, OREG.,

. January 26, 1966.

Dear SENATOR Morse: I -‘would like to ex-
press my support for the views you have
50 courageously expounded concerning Viet-
nam and the draft.

I suspect you will go down in history—
if certaln people in the Pentagon do not pre-
vent us from having a history—as the most
sane and thoughtful person in the U.S, Sen-
ate at present.

Sincerely,
ARLENE BLUM.

PORTLAND, OREG.,
February 15, 1966.

DEeAR SENATOR MORSE: I am proud to be
a resident of a State which is represented
by a man whose political vislon is as fear-
less, sane, and farsighted as yours. May your
sanity prevail.

Please: Vote “no” in more U.N. war funds.

Sincerely,
Rura Han.
‘WOODRURN, OREG.,
February 25, 1966.
Hon. WAYNE MORSE,
U.8. Senate,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DeAR SENATOR MORSE: Our warm and sin-
cere congratulations go forth to you today
for the brilliant courage you have demon-
strated, particularly during the recent TV
Vietham hearings. We are proud of you,
Senator Morsg, and of Chairman FULBRIGHT,
that you are taking this stand and fight-
Ing for what you belleve in. In these days
many are too chickenhearted even though
they may talk blg in some circles,

We have thought of you so often; if we
had written every time we thought of you;
and when we had opinions and suggestions
on some of these present-day affalrs that
are so critical, your office steff would be
swamped with letters.

There is great Interest shown in our com-
munity, as all over the Natlon, but it seems
there are so many who are talking and surely
do not have full information. Some do not
understand your motives and have taken
your remark about the rise of Hitlerlsm as
& shocking condemnation of our adminis-
tration and not as we feel, a warning as
to what could happen here If we don’t all
take an interest and some action at the
polls.

Because we have supported you openly in
our small area we have recelved some crit-
lcism too, and one day a party called me on

the telephone following the General Taylor

inquiry, very much alarmed about our friend,
Senator Morsg, and that communism was
everywhere (possibly under every bush) and
&she was afrald.

In February, to learn more about the Viet-
nam affalr, we attended several great deci-
slons meetings. The group was very, very
small, an ex-colonel as discussion leader, ap-
parently with the view that fight was neces-
sary and war should be escelated. We were
not inclined to go along, and our representa-
tlon from Oregon in the matter of the Tay-
yor-Gavin-Rusk was relegated to the lowest
depths following a complimentary remark we
had made about our Senator on the Forelgn
Relations Committee, and the Chalrman
FULBRIGHT. °

If you should have any occasion to consid-
er the groups interested in great decisions 1t
would seem proper that the discussion leader
refrain from attempted Influence of deci-
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slons In these matters and that discussions
be given to the public attending, rather than
to listen to lengthy arguments in favor of
the military as in this case here.
Thank you, and keep up the good work.
Sincerely,
Mr. and Mrs. HARRY Gi. THORN.

SALEM, OREG.,
February 26, 1966,
Hon., WAYNE MORSE, '
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

DesR SENATOR MORSE: My husband and I
admire your stand on Vietnam and walt with
great interest each progressive step you make
toward your goal, '

Sincerely,
MARY EDITH GILKERTSON.

PoORTLAND, OREG.,

February 24, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE, .
Washington, D.C.;

Please continue to voice your opposition to
President Johnson’s war in Vietnam since I
agree with most of your policies and ideas in
this regard.

From my listening and reading, I feel we
are alding an evil government against the
only people who seem to care for the Viet-
nam country and majority.

At any rate our being there is intervention
and wrong. It has none of my moral support,

Sincerely,

,

Mrs. RICHARD E. TRACY.

SALEM, OREG.,
February 21, 1966,
Hon., WaYNE MORSE,
U.8. Senate,
Washingion, D.C.

DeEar SENATOR MORSE: Last night we held
a surprisingly well-attended meeting on Viet-
nam in my legislative district. Of those
present I was surprised by what I feel is a
change of mood following the public hear-
ings of the Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee hearings.

I feel it Is most Important that further
hearings be held to solidify the changing
mood.

I was surprised when the audience was in-
volved in expressing their opinions. I asked
for a show of hands and approximately 70
bercent favored deescalation; 20 percent fa-
vored continuance of present policy; 10 per-
cent increase war effort; 90 percent favored
calling for internationally conducted elec-
tlons and for abiding by such election even
though this meant the electlon of a Commu-
nist South Vietham Government.

I remain your loyal supporter.

Sincerely,
WALLY PRIESTLEY,
State Representative,

PorTLAND, OREG.,
February 24, 1966,
President L. B. JoNsoN,
T'he White House,
Washington, D.C.

DeaR MR. PRESIDENT: What price commit-
ment if your country is ravaged, your peaple
dead, or any who survive reduced to a cave-
man era.

Finanecial cost in the black market, mis-
used funds, and aid to the world, plus plans
for a better life here at home are too ex-
pensive for your tax weary people to pay.

There can be honor in retreat—in the
realization that we have made a mistake and
admitting 1%, France still lives with dignity.

Allles? Who are they? Where are they
except on paper? Their numbers do not sup-
port us by financial or military aid to any
great degree. I beg you, Mr. President, to
listen to your learned educators, your fellow

Approved For Release 2005/07/13 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000400050007-6



Approved For Release 2005/07/13 : CIA-RDP67B00446R00040005000
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

’l510

Senavors, who have made a life study of
shese problems, and to your religious leaders.
seek a peaceiul settlement-—not a peaceful
ialk of settlement-—while on the other hand
you prepare for a larger war. Another Korea
muy 1ot be the best answer, but it is a betiter
solution than land or nuclear warfare.

You, as President of the United States,
Lave a de tblo the world. It is far greater
fhan any committment in Asia—it is life and
ihie right to live. Please, Mr. President, give
s peace.,

Sincerely yours,
MaARY A, (GALVIN.
T'ORTLAND, OREG.
Benotor WayNE MORSE,
Sengte Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Drar SeENaTOR: ‘This family again cannot
find the proper words to commend you
snough on your stand against the President’s
Vietnam policy. It is our constant prayer
Lhat you can continue to find the strength to
do s0.

1he Senate hearings were watched with
great interest and much was learned.
uur belief that without you to lead the way
many other Members of the Senate would
have remained silent and just blindly fol-
lowed the President’s wishes.,

Sincerely yours,
Mary A. GALVIN.
TurAaMooK, OREG.,
February 18, 1966.
fon. WaynNg MORSE,
U.8. Senate,
washington, D.C.

{3mar Senaror: I think you are on the
cight track with your “no draftees to Viet-
nam” bill—or any other undeclared war.
{f those countries cannot furnish their own
manpower Lo win then they cannot preserve
Lheiwr freedom, and we certainly cannot police
Lhe whole world.

‘I'ne American people are not willing to
make this terrible human sacrifice to “save
face” for some few policymakers. Ridicu-
lous, it it weren't so tragic.

Yours truly,
VinynaA ROSENBERG.
PORTLAND, OREG.,
february 22, 1966,
[Ion, WayNm MORSE,
7.5. Congress.
Washington, D.C.

Dizar SENaTOR MoRse: Again I want to take
Lhis opportunity to support you in your
stand on the Vietnam question. It must be
n sowurce of soime satisfaction to you to have
such o broad swing over to what has been
the rational point of view on this matter,
and to be able to move out of an almost
completely isolated position into one of
rather broad support,

I have just tinished reading David Halber-
stam’s Pulitzer Prize winning book “The
Making of a Quagmire,” which I thought
the most impressive documentation or the
nistory of cur involvement in that area, and
thie best presentation of the persistent mis-
information and misadvice and misestimates
of the situation, which came first from our
military people, secondly to our Embassy
people, and tinally to Washington. I think
the question might be raised as to legally
Lreasonable activity on the part of some of
our people in the past 6 or 8 years. ‘Lhese
are strong words, but since that kind of ac-
tivity has now gotten us into a situation in
which we may ask a great many young
Americans to give their lives for the wrong
cuuuse—at the wrong place and the wrong
time—I think it is a question fair to raise
and I think you are the man to raise it.

‘The deseription of events from the mili-
tary headquarters and from the Embassy

It is’

in Salgon sounded so much to me like the
thing I previously described to you from
Tajpet that I think it is worth again noting
that our people are largely talking to them-
selves in our foreign offices.

For perspective I ar sending you a copy of
a small bit by Arnold Toynbee which I think
might interest you, which first appeared in
the London Observer, and then was re-
printed by the Witness—an Episcopalian
weekly—in 1866.

With kindest regarcds T am,

Very sincerely.
Josgpr B, Trainer, M.D.

PoORrRTLAND, OREG.,
Iebruary o4, 1966.
Senator WavynNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SeNaror: Thank you for wvour con-
tinuing efforts to stop the escalation of the
war in Vietnam. Please keep up the good
work.

This Oregonian is very proud to have you
representing her in Congress.

Sincerely,
SopHIA LOVING.
PorriAN®, OREG.,
February 24, 1966.
Hon., Way~NE MORSE,
Senare Ofjfice Building,
Washington, L.C.

DEAR SENATOR Monse: T'hank you for speak-
ing so clearly about Vietnam. I am willing
to stop this destruction ¢n any teris and get
on with the reconstruction. Why, after all
of our years of foreign aid, don’s we have
less costly, more effective aid? I can’t afford
to spend so ruch for so little.

Sincerely yours,
MARGRET B. BAILEY.
LuGENE, QREG.,
February 24, 1966,
Hon., Way Nz LORSE,
U .5. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR Morse: Thank you for your
cuntinued efforts to bring the Vietnam gques-
tion to national focus. As a registered voter
in Oregori I am proud to know that at least
one of QOrepon’s representatives to Congress
is willing Lo challenge Lthe administration’s
present policy in Vietnam.

Your continued efforts to clarify the al-
ternatives available in the present “execu-
tive war” are deeply appreciated, as are
your efforts to stop U.S. unilateral offensives
in Vietnam. [ also am in favor of the recent
bill initisted by you and Senator GRUENING
of Alaska wkich asks that recent draftees
not be sent to Vietnam unless they volun-
teer to do so. I think this is definitely a
step in the right direction.

My personal feeling is that the war in
vVietnam is a very unfortunate inistake on
the part of U.S. foreign pollcy. I do not
believe we can “win” militarily i Vietnam
without the commitment of 2% million
troops which would be unthinkable. Our
best recourse is to cease the kombing of
North Vietnam (the bombing only results
in solidifying the opposition and determina-
tion of the North Vietnamese pcople), rec-
ognize the NLF at the negotiation table, en-
courage and support the direct involvement
of the Unitecd Nations and then ubide by its
decisions, and most of all be willing to accept
a compromise settlement rather than push
for a military victory which would mean
the annihilation of the Vietnamese people
and a very likely chance of involving the Red
Chinese directly in a land war.

Best wishes for the success of your con-
tinued efforts with regard to the Vietnam
question.

Sincerely,
Mrs. JeaN H. IPHRHORN.
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¥ UGENE, ORECG.,
February 24, 1966.
Hon. WAYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR Momse: This is just a note
to indicate again my 200 percent support
of your stand in regard to the war in Viet-
nam. I shall be everlastingly grateful for
your courage and perseverance.

The recent unanimous statement by the
American Bar Association alleging the le-
gality of our involvement in Vietnam is to
me absolutely incomprehensible. As a result,
T am enclosing a few quotations that I have
ran across in the judgment of the military
tribunal of the Nuremberg war crimes trial,
which you might find useful if you have not
already noted them. Since the U.S. repre-
sentatives were on the tribunal, we stand
condemned in Vietnam by the same words
we used in condemning the Nazis.

Sincerely,
Cart, J. NELSON.

KraMAaTH FaiLs, OREG.,
Februory 22, 1966.
Senator WayNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Desr SENATOR Morse: We have watched
at least a part of the proceedings of the
genate inguiry concerning Vietnam. We
appreciate something of the complexity of
the situation, but which for most of us must
be at some distance from the more intimate
facts of the situation. In your position you
must be in possession of facts not available
to us here. We have appreciated your sin-
cerity in trying to imprTess all and sundry
with the hazards being faced and of the decp
desire of our people for honorable peace,
seeking a peaceful solution reflecting a people
of honor.

I have been rather increasing disturbed at
the assurances we have heen receiving that
our Government is ready to sit down uncon-
ditionally at any time or place to negotinie
this matter, then to discover that we seem to
have established certaln adamant precot-
ditions. Among these 1s the matter that
we will not sit with any representative of the
Vietcong, but only those from North Viet-
nam. Other preconditions also seem to lie
in the background.

It is to he hoped that here, too, we may
be honorable and do as we say we are ready
to do—-talk peace with anyone anywhere and
at any time. The situation being such as
it is, it would be difficult to summarily with-
draw from this business, and such would
possibly leave a disastrous aftermath. But
ways must be found. If negotiations must
be carried on deviously and at arms length
to avold the Chinese pressures upon Hamnoi,
requiring a slow-paced patlence, then let us
do so. This might require processes not
open to public view, and the public could
only ask for reassurances of some Kind that
every avenue is being pursued and no doors
being shut.

Whatever you can do to further such a
cause will be in the interest of all people,
Tt will require the kind of courage you have
shown in the past as you have sought to
serve the cause of what s best for America.
Our prayers and best wishes attend you in
these difficult areas of service.

Sincerely.
W. H. MONROE.
KraMAaTH FaALLS, OREc.,
February 22, 1966.
Senator Way~NE MORSF,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENaTOR Morse: There is always the
time to write a letter to your elected repre-
sentative and this is mine. I want to con-
gratulate you on your courage in questioning
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our actlons in this Vietnam affair. I'm proud
you are Oregon’s Semnator, too. History 1s
going to prove you correct but I'm not sure
you are going to have much influence. It is
discouraging to see how readily we are put-~
ting so much power in the hands of the ex-
ecutive branch. If this continues what is
golng to happen to the power of the Senate
and House of Representatives? Even the best
of Presidents .can be misinformed or in~
fluenced by the wrong advisers. The article
in this weeks National Observor, which re-
ported the Senate hearing, 1s priceless. I
didn’t see the TV report. Anyway, I'm proud
of you.

I don’t think many of the Government
officials realize how unhappy most of us are
about this “engagement” in southeast Asla.
I belong to a “great declsion” group and all of
them agreed 1t wag foolish and senseless. Of
course, we couldn’t solve the problem of how
to get out there. I hope you can. Someone
needs to solve this huge problem.

Good luck.

Mrs, GLENN STEWART.

LaNGLOIS, OREG.,
February 10, 1966,
Hon. WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C. :

DEAR SENATOR Morse: Many of my friends,
no doubt, will not take the time to write to
you, but I can assure you that they will have
the same views as I do on your stand on the
war in Vietnam, I agree as you do, that in-
vestigation should not stop at the Senate
level, and not behind closed doors, only un-
less for securlty reasons.

In all, Senator, I think that you are doing
a good job where you are. I like you because
you have guts to stand up and let the world
know what you think.

Sincerely Yours,
Ar and LouIlse BROWN,
PORTLAND, OREG., |
February 11, 1966.
Hon. WAYNE MORSE,
U.8. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Drar MR. Morse: God bless you for your
fearless approach to all problems concern-
ing the welfare of the Nation and our free-
dom heritage. We watched with interest
and appreclation the Senate hearings as tele-
vised across the country yesterday, with re-
newed confldence that we have many sable
minds and courageous hearts devoted to our
country’s best Interests. May your volces
continue to be heard on this problem of
Vietnam as well as on every occasion where
you are the champlon of our Individual
rights and the national security.

Yours very truly,
Mr. and Mrs. KENNETH C. SMITH.

EDDYVILLE, OREG.,
February 10, 1966,
Hon. WaYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senale,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR MoRsE: I write to pralse the
work of the Senate Forelgn Relatlons Com-
mittee in holding such effective hearings on
U.S. foreigh policy. :

T hope that a full transcript of the hearings
will be made easlly available to the public
since coverage by the communications media
is inadequate with a few honorable excep-
tions. Voters should know the truth.

I write also to thank you for trying to
block the appointment of Jack H. Vaughn
as new head of the Pecace Corps.

It is high time that we completely over-
hauled our thinking in foreign policy to
make it conform wiih the realities of the

atomic age. The time lag has been danger-
ously great. . S . .
Yours respectfully,

H, R. GLASCOCK, Sr.
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GRrANTS PAssS, OREG,,
- February 8, 1966.

DeaAr SENATOR MorsE: While visiting in
Grants Pass I listened to many of your broad-
casts which I enjoyed very much. I agree
heartily with all that you believe In. I cer-
tainly admlire your courage and your stand
in defense of the people's rights and the
Unlted States’ position in Vietnam,

If there are ways we citizens might help,
in support of your program please let us
know. We are behind you 100 percent.

Very sincerely yours,
Heren E. ELLIOTT.
RuTH E. MAYERS.
GLADYS CLEGG.
FLORENCE, OREG.,
Februoary 11, 1966,
Senator WaYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR MoRrsE: The televised hear-
ings on Vietnam are very Informative, I
think it 1s getting through to a lot of people
the futility of escalating the war.

Very truly yours,
MARIAN HUNT.
PORTLAND, OREG.

SENATOR WAYNE Morsr: I got to watch a
good deal of the Foreign Relations Committee
hearings, plus the evening news regarding
these hearings, plus speclal programs on
these hearings. I have also read many news-
paper articles in this regard. I still do not
feel well informed on the subject, but I do
have some thoughts.

None of the witnessés seemed In favor of
escalating the war, all seemed excruclatingly
sincere in thelr testimony and all seemed 1n
favor of getting to the conference table with
the enemy. Mostly In {rylng to get them to
come to the conference table. Omne of the
maln problems seemed to be in predicting the
future—perhaps you should call a fortune
teller with a crystal ball in as a witness; pose
hypothetical solutions and ask her to peer

_into the future to see what the result would

be if such a course should be taken.

Based on the hearings, whether or not to
contain the spread of communism by aggres-
slon seems to be the lssue, with China’s im-
mediate intent the blg question mark.

I do not belleve we can or should be the
policemen of the world. Aggression should
be halted and our mutual protection treaties
should be honored,

It does seem that the U.N. should be the
instrument through which peace is manipu-
lated, If that doesn’t work no avenue toward
peace should be unexplored. This also seems
t0 be belng done, or tried.

These hearings have been the best thing
to happen In this country in a long time.
The public should know what 1s going on as
well as just how difficult it is to wrestle with
this problem.

Sincerely,
Mrs. WALTER STAHLEK,
PORTLAND, OREG.,
February 24, 1966.

DeaR SENATOR Morsk: Please continue to
fight, in every way possible, the escalation of
the Vietnam “situation.” I am in Portland
with my husband who attends Reed College,
and am unfamiliar with politics and proce-
dures in this area. I would appreclate any
advice regarding my efforts to help In any
way I can to bring about a peaceful settle~
ment of this nightmare,

Most sincerely,
MARLENA LANGSTON.

PORTLAND, OREG.,
February 18, 1966.
Senator Wayne MORSE,
Washington, D.C.
Dear SENaToR Morse: I have owed you this
letter since your brave, and almost solitary
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stand against the Presidential takeover of
congressional dutles, in regard to Vietnam,

For a while, I thought that the constitu-
tlonal point you were making was of lesser
importance than the moral and humani-
tarian issues, but I have come to see that for
this country, at any rate, the two are one.
An undeclared war Is a wrong that was
guarded against by our baslc law. An in-
fringement there may lead to further in-
fringements on issues more immediate to our
personal rights. You were right, and I was
wrong. Thank you.

Thank you for your courage, intrepidity,
your continuing stand for the right as you
see it.

Most sincerely,
PANNIE SCARL.
MEeDFORD, OREG.,
February 17, 1966.
Hon. WaYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENaTOR Morse: I will not take your
time by writing a long, involved letter con-
cerning our policy in Vietnam.

I do, however, want to say that I applaud
your stand on this important issue and am
confldent that you have contributed in large
measure to a gradual change in public opin-
lon concerning the administration’s conduct
of this war.

You are, as usual, performing a great
public service and it is encouraging to see
more and more of our responsible congres- .
sional leaders joining you in public criticism
of this immoral war.

Thank you for saying what so badly needs
to be sald.

Yours very sincerely,
' Mrs. MARJORY E, MADDEN.

CORNALLIS, OREG.,
February 16, 1966,
Benator WaYNE MORSE,
Senate Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEearR SENaTOR Morse: I am writing you
0 commend you on your academic and bril~-
liant performance at the Senate Forelgn
Relations Committee hearings on February
10.

You have much support, more perhaps
than you realize. I fear people are afraid of
being anti-Vietnam because they will be
labeled as Communists. We must stop this
war in southeast Asla. We will become s0
weak, spreading ourselves so thin, our image
throughout the world will be nil. Perhaps
this is the very strategy of the Communists.

Please continue your fight for ponescala-
tion of the war and for approaching this
whole thing from a different viewpoint.

.Yours sincerely,
Mrs. W, A. SLABAUGH.

SPRINGFIELD, OREG.,
February 22, 1966.

Dear SENATOR: Please count me as one of
the 17 to 1 against the war In Vietnam,

Fortunately, Americans are not quite as
they were a few short years ago. Not all of
them will give up reason and commonsense
because 1t might be labeled communistic.

I am at a loss to understand the people
who mailntaln that what we are dolng
throughout the world has anything to do
with democracy, peace, or even anticommu-

 hlsm,

The countries we have helped most have
developed the strongest communistic lean-
ings and small wonder has a way of revert-
ing to American interest.

One wonders how long Americans will con-
tinue to tax themselves to support their own
destruction.

God bless you for having the courage of
your convictions. ’

Sincerely,
H. M. CUMMINS.
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PORTLAND, OREG.,
February 18, 1966.

irar SENATOR MORSE: These televised hear-
ings have certainly been enlightening to
those of us who are so deeply concerned. Be-
lieve me, I am praying that wisdom will be
glven to you who are forming our policy in
this mess.

Few Americans would object to the giving
of our resources, money, and knowledge as
a contribution toward a solution. But I can’t
see drafting youngsters in their teens and
shipping them off to Vietnam after just 6
months training.

T6 isn’t always easy to do what you think
is right, is it? Let me commend you for hav-
ing moral courage, a most admirable attri-
bute.

Sincerely,
Donorry M. WATERBURY.
Ilrooks, OREG.,
February 23, 1966.

Dran SeEnaTor Morsm: We agree with your
posittion on Vietnam and admire your cour-
age in stating your views.

We wish you contirfued success in the fu-
Lure.
iespectiully yours,

Tairr and FRANK HENRY.

Thank you for the excerpt of Cown-
GRESSIONAL HECORD contalning your speech.

.

EucEME, OREG.,
February 25, 1966.
“enator WaynNe L. MORSE,
Senate Office Building.
Washington, D.C.

Dear SEnaTOR MoRrsE: Please permit me
to suggest that you advocate that the Unit-
ed States and other nations (optional) des-
ignute specific periods for peace prayer vigils.
Prayer is the omnipotent force in the uni-
verse,

You have my 100 percent support of your
sleadfast position on the entire Vietnam
issue. -

May God bless you abundantly for your
most excellent achievements for Oregon and
the world.

A loyal and stanch Oregon friend,

Mrs. VIRGINIA B, SMITUH.

New York, N.Y.,

February 23, 1966.
Diar SENaToR MoRsE: I am in agreement
on your stand on the Vietnam issue, and
have been following the televised hearings of
the Foreign Relations Committee. I am so
thaukful for your outspoken concern, and
that of Senator FULBRIGHT, over our danger-

ous and hypocritical policies in Vietnam.

Yours truly,
MARGARET S, SPOERRI.

{0RTLAND, OREG.,
February 22, 19686.
tHon, WaYnNE MORSE,
{7.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Drar BENATOR: After considerable reading
and listening, and a fair understanding now
of the history of the Indochina area lead-
ing up to the 1954 Geneva agreements, and
aiter a reading of these latter agreements,
and factual accounts of what has happened
since that time (aided very little by the
statements made by our administration), I
must conclude that I concur with you in your
courageous and determined opposition to our
overnment’s present policy toward Viet-
nam.

May I say that T am very proud to have you
as the senior Senator from Oregon. In ret-
rospect, I believe that most of my disagree-
menis with your stated views in the past—
and this has not been too many times—have
centored around my own incomplete grasp
of pertinent facts. At any rate, I feel quite
sure that time and history, perhaps most

particularly in reference to our rconduct in
southeast Asia, will honor your record in
the U.8. Senate as that of a genuine patriot,.
Would you please add my name to your
mailing list and also that of my brother.
His name and address are: Stanley O. Stew-
art, 2312 SE. 156th Avenue, Portlund, Oreg.,
97233.
Thank you. and my best wishes o you and
your family.
Sincerely,
FrToN L. :STEWART.
5.—I1i not too late, we would both appre-
ciate copies of your January 1966 newsletter
with your speech of January 19, 1266, as en-
tered in the CoNerEzsIONAL REconp. Thanks
apain. ELS.

SatrwM, OrEa.,
February 25, 1966.
Senator Wavwe MoRse,
Senate Oflice Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SuNaTOR MORSE: For sever..! years we
have followed your work concerning the prob-
lem of Vietnam, and have appreciated your
consistent. understanding, and unhypo-
critical approach to it. We have been even
more proud. as your constituents, wnd grate-
ful for your recent efforts. It is guod at this
time to see men such as yourself ai:d Senator
FurLerIcitT doing what needs to be done, and
doing it so well.

Il we could be of assistance to you in this
work, we would appreciate your s.aggestions
as to what we might do. We will, of course,
consider these issues in voting this Novem-
ber.

Sincerely yours,
PryiLis BERGER PH. D,
‘I'"E DALLE 5, OREG.,
Tebruary 24, 1966.
Hon., WAY NE MORSE,
Senate Ofice Building,
Washington. D.C.

DrAR SENATOR MoORSE: Though this is writ-
ten on a church letterhead, it is strictly per-
sonal.

We received and read in its entirety your
very interesting newsletter and CONGRES-
SIONAL Rucorp of Januwary 19, 1966. Mrs,
Morrow and I are more than ever impressed
by your courageous and competent handling
of the case in re Vietnam. We siraply want
you to be assured of the eathusiastic support
of this family. ¥You stand in this matter
with some of the keenesi and most honored
of the country’s advisors.

Even the Oregonian had to print Governor
Hatfield’s stand and the rather surprising re-
sult of “Grest Decisions” discussions in
which Oregon participants were divided
50-60 on Vietnam. We are not sanguine
about the outcome at this time, but we are
grateful for ycur efforts on behalf of sanity
and what is right.

Verw sincerély yours,
WrED R. Morrow.
NEWBERG, OREG.,
ebruary 20, 1966.

SENATOR WAYNE MoRSE: Please use all your
power as 1 Senator against this undeclared
war in Vietnam. It is not legal to <draft men
under the age of 21 without parcnts’ con-
sent. These men must pay taxes when they
are employed, hut yet they have nc say as to
how this couatry should be governed as
they do not have the right to vote

The war in Vietnam should be put to a
vote for or against.

Are the American people unabl: to stop
sending troops to Vietnam?

Use your vote to stop this. Mure power
to you; you are correct in your figlit against
wars undeclared.

ROBERT R. KaMPH,
Veteran, World War IT,
91st Imfantry Division.
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EuceENE, OREG.,
February 20, 1966.

DEar HON. SENATOR MoORSE: I would like to
thank you for your courageous stand on
Vietnam, and your faith in democracy.

I believe that “he U.S. policy in Vietnam
is illegal and immoral, and that our foreign
policy is too narrowminded to deal with the
complex problems of the world today. Our
Government is acting on a cold-war foreign
policy of containment, and it sees internal
revolutions and nationalist movements as
Communist aggression. We cannol bully or
blackmail countries into a democratic form
of government. I urge our immediate with-
drawal from Vietnam, and I suggest that the
United States reconsider its foreign policy.

Please place me on your mailing list, for I
would like to follow your actions in the
Senate.

Respectfully yours,
MARTIN I. DURST.
MarY JOYCE DURST.
EUGENE, OrrG.,
February 22, 1966.

Dean SENATOR: I have been walching the
hearings on the Vietnam question, and I
wish to compliment you and Sen:stor Fur-
BRIGHT on the courage you have shown on
these issues. I know most of the people are
behind you. I, in my business of serving
the public, go into many homes and in ask-
ing about the Vietnam war find that the ma-
jority of people feel as you do on the issues.
We are very fortunate in having men such
as you in our Government. God bless you,
and keep up the good work.

Yours truly,
SAMUFRT, MARRONT.
WINSTON, OREG.,
February 24, 1966.
Hon, WayNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR MoRsE: Thark you for the
information you sent me in relation to South
Vietnam, and let me say I am very proud of
you for your stand opposite to thut of the
present administration, but Senator MorsrF, I
do not see how a formal declaration of war
by the Congress changes the situation in re-
lation to the danger of a war with China,
and in the end a nuclear war from which no
nation can emerge victor.

It seems t0 me our great military power
was created not to attack but to repel an
attack.

Are the American people to furnish the
men and arms to police the world?

If we follow the advice of Mr. Rusk, Mr.
McNamara, and President Johnson we are
sureto end up in a war with China, and a
declaration of war would be the go sign
they now lack.

Thank you for your éfforts in behalf of
peace and justice but I am very much afraid
the future looks very black.

Sincerely yours,
Joskex B. HUKE.
PORTLAND, OREG.,
February 24, 1966.

Dear SENATOR MORSE: As a resident of Ore-
gon, and the mother of a son who could be
called into the service at any time,. it is a
consolation to know we have a man repre-
senting us, with the courage of his
own convictions.

I only hope and pray this terrible slaugh-
ter of our boys may soon end.

After listening to the hearings—1I felt like
you and your committee—there 1is so
much more we could have done, and still
could do, to improve this horrible situation
without all of this heartbreak for everyone
involved.

It is indeed a sad and empty fecling to
realize we ralse our beloved sons only to
ba snatched away in the prime of their young
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lives, to fight a war that scems s0
unnecessary.

I pray that God will glve our leaders the
proper guidance to end this brutal war.

Keep up the good work. That Is what
America 1s all about. The freedom to speak
out and be heard and the wisdom to malke
the right decisions by free and open
discussions,

Sincerely,
Mrs. W. G. ROVANG,
ALEXANDRIA, VA,
February 27, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

DeaR SENATOR MoRsE: Thanks greatly, sir,
for your stand on the Vietnam war and cur-
rent proposals,

Your stand on this issue 1s as great to wit-
ness as your display of skill in riding your
horse seen some years ago at a horse show.

May God give you added strength to bring
proposals of war to the stage of negotlation
and debate, that peace may reign in our land.

Sincerely,
DownaLp COLLIER.

SweET HoME, OREG.,
February 22, 1966.

Dear SENATOR Morse: You are doing
splendid Job. We want to thank you very
deeply.

Have wanted to write you many times
because we feel you are taking the right
course on the war situation.

I find it hard to express all the “graditude”
in writting you.

You and the men such as MANSFIELD and
FULBRIGHT are glving us new hope, good luck.

Yours truly,
RaymMonp EWING.
February 22, 1966.

DeAR SENATOR MorsE: Hurray for you.
I'm with you all the way—and have been
since I've been in Oregon.

I hope you keep up the good work, I'm
so sick of secrecy—and some of the lies
that come out of this administration. I'm
tired of being treated as though I'm not
good enough, or wise enough to have &
volce in the policy of this great land.

I'm an Independent—but a registered
Democrat since 1932—because I believed in
the Democratic Party principles, more than
I've been able to belleve in the Republicans,

We receive your congressional report and
do appreclate getting it, for it glves us a
chance to at least know what is going on In
‘Washington.

Thank you again for the TV Senate hear-
ings. I listened to every one—and appreciate
what all of you are trying to do.

Sincerely,
Mrs. Leo A. KILGES,

LEBANON, OREG.,
February 23, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: You must get many
letters scolding you for your stand on Viet-
nam. Critles always write the most letters.
I hope those who agree with you also let you
know that they do. I am one of them.

I listened attentively to all the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee broadcasts with
gpecial attenttion to the opinions of Mr, Rusk
and General Taylor. I wanted to find
through them an area of agreement with my
President. I could not.

Early in January 1964, 8lim and I stopped
awhile In Tuxtla Gutierrez on our-way north
from Panama. A compatriot staying at our
hotel, a Californian, showed us a newspaper
published In Mexico City and asked us to
read a certaln editorial and give him our
opinion., With some difficulty and his help,
I translated. This is the gist of it:

“Tourists form Estados Unidos mean much
to our economy. Treat them well. Be cour-
teous. Above all do not make argument
politico. Because they are ohsessed with the
fear of Communists. It is a natlonal sick-
ness and they cannot help it. It has been
their forelgn policy for over 40 years ahd one
day it will lead them into bad trouble. But
they cannot help it. We will ignore 1t. We
are thankful for thelr friendship and the
prosperity their tourists bring to us. But
we will not make argument politico.”

My reaction was anger and humiliation.
The Californian laughed and said, “Think
about 1t.”

Senator Morsg, I have thought about it.
Thought about it a great deal since the Viet-
nam situation assumed such a frightening
aspect. I am not now angry but I do feel
humiliated, Have we Indeed carrled fear
and hatred and national arrogance to the
predicted “bad trouble”?

I am grateful for the mailings that come
to us from your office. I am deeply thankful
that you sit In the Senate and on its For-
elgn Relations Committee.
stand on our forelgn policy glves me some
measure of hope.

Most sincerely,
Mrs, KATHERINE HARRIS.

MILWAUKIE, OREG.

Dpar Mr. Morse: Thank you for the way
you are fighting for the common man. The
people of Cregon are lucky to have someone
like you to fight for us; the majority of peo-
ple are with you.

Keep up the good work we are doing all
we can to help.

Thank you again,

Yours truly,
Mr. and Mrs. JOXN PHILLIPS.
PORTLAND, OREG.,
February 23, 1966.
SBenator WaAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.
 Dear SenaTtor Morse: I have just heard
President Johnson’s speech to the Freedom
House Award, In which he Implores us to
support the war. With Just as much zeal
and emotion, I implore you as my Senator,
not to desist in your efforts to find another
way.

We have three young deughters, not sons,
but my point of view in no way reflects any-
thing but the utmost respect for our service-
men in Vietnam. Somewhere in all the ave-
nues open to us and all the intelligence of
our diplomsats there must be someway, some
idea that can point toward a new solution
to our world strife,

I will not go on at length as to why we
support your position but wish to indicate
our support.

Sincerely,
CoRINNE and DUANE PAULSON.

OAK Parg, MIcH.,
February 21, 1966.
Senator WayNE MORSE,
Senate Foreign Relations Commiliee,
Washington, D.C.

MosT HONORABLE SENATOR Monrse: I am
writing to tell you that me, my family and
very many of my friends want to say thank
CGod for you.

‘We are all American citizens and are very
much concerned and upset with our Presi-
dent’s policy, and the whole war in Vietnam.

We do not feel that we should be respon-
sible for the unjust slaughter of our boys,
and the Vietnamese people, but so far there
seems very little that we can do to stop
it, Please continue to do your part and
the investigations into the whole affair. Let
more people know what the true situation is,
and we hope end pray that we can come to
some gettlement in a hurry.

Your fearless '
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Please tell me if there 1s anything that I
can do to help stop this war, before it is too
late. .

Sincerely,
THELMA MILLER.

PORTLAND, OREG.
Hon, WAYNE MORSE,
Senator from Oregon,
Washington, D.C.

DEaR Sir: This letter is to inform you that
our entire family is deeply concerned over the
situation in Vietnam.

We strongly urge you to continue to pur-
sue activities that would bring this matter
to a peaceful solution. We are very much
opposed to the present policles of President
Johnson and his acvisers.

We are thankful that there are still brave
men at home who are not afrald to voice
their opinions.

Respectiully,
. Mrs., N. RASSEKH.

SACRAMENTO, CALIF.,
February 18, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR: Your efforts to save hu-
manity from a nuclear war are greatly appre-
ciated. History will have to record your good
works. )

Sincerely yours,
JounN E. SuMMERS, M.D.
Tacoma, WasH.,
February 19, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Deanr SENATOR MORSE: Oregon State can be
proud of their Senator. God bless you on
your stand on Vietnam. We pray the Ameri-
can people will get behind you and support
you all the way on this important matter.
There has to be a better way than wars and
its bloody killings.

Sincerely yours,
MYRTLE ROBISON.
BERT ROBISON.
SHELLEY ROBISON.

PACIFIC GROVE, CALIF.,
February 19, 1966.

DEaR SENATOR MORSE: You are certainly a
man Amcricans can be proud to claim as
their own. Throughout the hearings you
have conducted yourself in a cool, intelligent
manner as befitting your position.

Thank you so very much for striving to
bring peace to the world and an end to the
killings, I'm certain you will be long re-
membered and honored when the militarists
are long forgotten,

“Blessed are the peacemakers.”
among them,

Sincerely yours,

You are

STEVE A. POLKABLA.
Los Avtos, CALIF,,

February 19, 1966,
DeAR SENATOR MoORSE: It is difficult to find
a way to express our gratitude to you for
your courageous and lonely fight on the
Vietnam issue. If we get out of this thing
allve you above anyone in public life deserve
the credit. You and Senator FULBRIGET
were very effective at the hearings. Perhaps
1t will prove to be the beginning of the end.

Very sincerely,
Dr. and Mrs. JoIIN FRYMIRE.

SAN RAFAEL, CALIF.,
- Februnry 20, 1966.

Hon, WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SewaTor Morsg: Grateful thanks
must be expressed by my wife and myself to
you for your marvelous display of intelli-
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gence and 1nteprity-—your unswerving devo-
tion to truth, to peace, to humanity—in
which lie all mankind's hopes for an end to
the foul conflict in Vietnam and for an end
to all wars.
Your voice is America singing.
Sincercly,
FoMUND STONE,

STUYVESANT, NY,,
February 22, 1966,
Senator Wayne MOREE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DBAR SENATOR Morsg: Thank you for your
eriticism of our war in Vietnam, and for
your efforts at clarifylng our policy there,

Although this engagement is confusing
and. coniused, it does seem that where there
is tighting there is a war, If it is war does it
not have tn be declared by Congress? Tt
seems to be Presidential wars that are not
controiled.

i hope 1hat you will continue to criticize
cverything with which you disagree. If citi-
vens cannot disagree with any policy in-
volving our Armed Forces and have no say
in where our forces shall be sent what volce
do we have?

Very Lruly yours,
Munies T, ASBORNSEN.
SAN FrRAMCISECO, CALTF,,
July 19, 1966.
Henator Morsr,
U.S. Senate,
Weshington, D.C.

IEAR SIK: More power to you. I'm behind
you in your efforts to get Vietham war nego-
tinted-—pnt in UN. hands-—and stop U.S.
aggression,

Sincerely,
FLORENCE JUVINALL,
1ZapmeL, N Y.
[Ton. WayN® MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Idear Sim: Our thanks and admiration to
you Senator MorsE for your courage to stand
up, almost zlone, for what you consider right,
moral, and the good of your country.

Very truly yours,
JuA ILUTII BERRY,
Nicmornas BERRY.

Iiuwyraro, NJY,
February 22, 1966,
o, Wavwrs Monse,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Sm: Thank you for your wonderful and
brave stand you are taking to try to bring
nbout an end to the terrible undeclared war
in Vietnam.

May I reapectfully request that you sup-
port the realistic proposal of Senator RosERT
KENNEDY to admit the Vietcong to peace
negotiations and to the formation of a new
government for South Vietnam, as they
represent more than 75 percent of the popu-
lation of South Vietnam?

I'lease cantinue your brave fight to bring
an early end to the terrible sufferings and
enormous waste of our country’s money in a
war we should have not entered into.

Our couniry is belng condemned all over
the world for our Intrusion into the civil
war of an oriental country. Thank God we
have a man like you who will fizht for justice
no matter how the warmongers try to smear
you. God bless you.

Yours truly,
OLARA SHOECRAFT,
Stupro Crry, CALIF.,
February 22, 1966.
Ton. Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Building,
Washington, D.C.

D=ar Sin: I was 50 deeply impressed with
your statements and position during the
hearings which were on television that it has

CONGRESSIONAL RECORID — SENATE

taken me these number of days t.» collect my
thoughts in order to write to you.

Your statesmanship in the m:dst of con-
fusion and darkness is 3 beacon of light and
we are proud of you and wish you Godspeed
and good health in order to remain the volce
of sanity and reason.

I know dozens and dozens of people who
vhare my views about your grea: patriotism
but as ynu well know human nature is such
that pecple are quick to criticize and rarely
exert effort when they agree * * * so please
be assured that you have tremendous sup-
port all over the country.

It is appropriate that I should have writ-
ten this letter on George: Washing ton’s birth-
day—a day of reflection.

Sincerely,
LILLIAN {HADRON,
EITTSRURGY, Pa.,
February 22, 19686.

Drar SENaTtorR Monse: For years my par-
ents have been telling me what a dreadful
man you. are, but after thinkin: it over, I
think you're great. My husbanc and I ap-
preciate your determined questioning of
Rusk, Tnylor, etc; and hope you can pre-
vent President Johnson's abuse of the Ton-
kin Gulf vesolution. We are concerned by
the administration’s confusion ar:d apparent
willingness to escalate indefinitely at the
behest of Hanoi.

We'll be back in Oregon in a couple of
years and hope to be nble to vote for you
then.

Sincerely,
JUnITH V. ALLEN.
San FRANCISCO, CArIr,,
February 22, 1966,
Senator Wavywe MORSE,
Senate Ofice Building.
Wushingion, D.C.

Drar SsnaTOR Mogrse: I must ajologize for
ot writiag to you long before this to say how
much I appreciate your persister and wel-
come voice of sanity all these months. At
last it scoms that sorne other MNembers of
Congress are joining wilh you, thank good-
ness.  But your courage and pativnce In ad-
vocating a course of reason with respect to
the Vietnam policy wili long be remembered.

Sivserely yours,
FrizapeTH RarD, M.D.

WEST COPAKE, N.Y.,
February 23, 19686.

Hon. WavnNe L. MORSE,

Senator From the State of Oregon,

Senate Office Building,

Washington, D.C.

Dear Senvaror Morse: It is wi h respect,
admiration, and gratitude that we write to
you to offer our unqualified siupport for
your honest and courageous stand on the
Vietnam policy of the United Siates.

We have followed your outstanding career
for many years and are very pleasad to have
this opportunity to extend our re-pects and
appreciation to you for being u voice of
consciencs to the American people and the
world. You have moved us to join you in
fighting for the redemption of our foreign
policy. We have written to everyone we can
think of to either thank Lhem for : upporting
you or ask them to join you. We hope it will,
in some small way, help.

As the parents of three small children, we
look toward the future with many uncer-
tainties, as have all parents for all time, but
our outlook includes the fear that 1o matter
what sacrifices we may make to insure our
childrens’ health, a good education and the
rest, 2 nuclear war may make all cur efforts
meaningless.

We thank ycu for your efforts to make the
world a safer place for all children to find
Tulfillmens and the joys of life.

With respect and deep affection, we remain,

Very truly yours,
Mr. and Mrs, RoBrrRT D. 'T"ASSLER.

March 2, 1966

IsLaND Ciry, OREG.,
February 10, 1966.
Senantor WaYNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

Dear MR. MorsE: I wish to thank you for
your stand on the Vietnam situation. It is
nice to know that there are people like you
that have the courage to speak up. We as
ordinary citizens cannot speak up against the
war without being classed as being unfair
to our soldiers in Vietnam or being Com-
munist appeasers.

I am a member of the Masonic Order as
I know you are, and I have never known any
Mason to be a Communist appeaser or
sympathizer.

This war is a nasty mess and I am glad
to know that through your efforts it is being
brought before the United Nations for possi-
ble settlement. Also I like your stand on
withdrawal of the broad authorization of the
President to conduct the war in Vietnam.

Sincerely,

AXEL DAHLSTROM.
Bak=R, OREG.,
February (1, 15635,

Hon. WAYNE L. MORSE,

U.S. Senator,

Senate Office Building,

Washington, D.C.

Desr SENATOR MorseE: For many years I
have been more or less opposed to this busi-
ness of writing letters to elected representa-
tives on the theory that you people probably
have more important things to do than to
read and answer them. Your appcarance on
a recent Sunday television program, however,
prompts me to write this to let you know that
my wife and I, while we have not been your
most ardent supporters in the past., do feel
that your opposition to our so-called foreign
policy is justified, particularly as it pertains
to Vietnam. Our position there is untenable
to say the least, but it appears that we are
caught between the devil and the deep blue
sea.

It is our thinking that it is high time that
this Nation takes a long, hard look at its for-
eign policy. It doesn’t quite make sensec to
me that the United States should take it
upon itself to make a utopia out of the entire
world without some help from our so-called
allies. It isinconceivable that we can justify
helping with our hard-earned dollars those
foreign countries, including Great Britain
and France, if you please, and many others,
only to have them use this aid to help the
other side, perhaps not directly but most cer-
tainly indirectly.

Perhaps with advancing age we become
more selfish, but with a son approaching
military age (now 16), it is golng to be par-
ticularly difficult for me to see the reason
for sacrificing him in an Asian conflict, per-
haps, to force democracy on a bunch of peo-
ple, 99 percent of whom don't know or care
of the difference between democracy and
communism.

We feel that it is about time for Congress
to start acting like a Congress and stop rub-
ber stamping everything that the present
occupant of the White House requests or de-
mands. For all the good it did, the last Con-~
gress could have stayed home and the build~
ings could have been rented to the labor
unions. At least this would have saved the
salaries and netted a tidy sum for the Treas-
ury.

We know that it is not easy for you to take
your present stand, and we are not sure in
our own minds that you are entirely right.
To pull out of Vietnam now, I am afraid,
would be disastrous, but maybe it is timne
for us to admit that we cannot save the en-
tire world all by ourselves and return to some
kind of sanity in this foreign policy field.

Keep up the good work. If we can be of
any assistance, let us know,

Yours very truly,

W. L. JACKSON.
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- NorTtH POWDER, OREG.

Dear Mr. SEnator: I have watched with
great interest the hearings on television con-
cerning Vietnam. I can say the information
the public has been glven in this situation
has been, until this time, completely inade-
quate. I feel that not only this issue, but
others equally important, should be made
public to the population.

I understand from what I read that you
were responsible, along with a few other
men onh the committee, in making this pos-
sible to our TV industry. You are to be
commended.

I would also like to say I agree in most
part with you on Vietnam. However, I look
on it in a slightly different manner. I feel,
as many other people who have discussed
this, feel that this war is kept golng not in
Hanoi, but in Washington. Don’t misunder-
stand me. I am not pink or Red. I am
deadly opposed to communism. I feel 1t has
little, if any, merit. But I do feel we have
thwarted almost every effort to reach a
peaceful settlement so far. I am of the opin-
ion that our President, in order to save his
neck at home on the economic field, is send-
ing our young men to give their necks on
the battlefield., From what little Informa-
tlon I can glean from the press, I have
‘reached the conclusion that our economy is
strong, not because of our national product,
but because of the millions and billions of
dollars pouring into our defense spending
and the circulation of money for the Great
Society programs which have been started.

I think the bombing lull served two pur-
poses. It gave Hanoi time to rebuild instal-
lations, thus gilving her the capability to
continue the war at a heavier tempo. It also
served our purposes in the worldwide flight
of doves on a so-called peace mission,
which I feel was never meant to accomplish
peace. It was a neat job any con artist
would admire,

Then our President made his big play at
the United Nations and while that body was
still deliberating, took off for Hawail and
stated his intent of giving all it took to de-
feat the enemy, I cannot possibly imagine
how the world could seriously think we have
really exhausted every avenue of peace when
we have yet to make a sincere step in this
direction.

I am opposed to this war which some have
said (including the Secretary of Defense)
could last 10 years. I have four sons who
could be spllling their blood over there, and
what a tragic waste 1t would be.

I don’t want communism anymore than
the next but I feel we have set ourselves up
as the protector of all mankind. It 18 im-
possible.

Maybe this isn’t from scripture, but as a
child I heard it many times: ‘“The Lord
helps those who help themselves.” I do not
feel, that aside from economic aid to these
weak countries, we owe them the lifeblood
of our young men. Teach them how to help
themselves and give then ald. Let them
choose their own paths. We cannot.

I want to say that anything I can do in
my small way to see you back as our senior
Senator from Oregon, I will do. Maybe this
doesn’t agree with your polities, but on the
other hand, I'm going to do everything I
can to convince everyone I know that
Lyndon B, Johnson should not be our next
President. I am sickened by many of the
Members of our Congress who mouth every-
thing he says as If it were the gospel and I
do admire your courage In speaking out
against some of his policies. More than
your ldeas, I admire your integrity and
courage.

I-am a housewife, I have seven children
and perhaps I have little business even say-
ing anything. But I feel so strongly that
we are on the wrong road that I had to write

you and say I just wish there were a few
more who see things as you do.
Most sincerely,
JANICE METZ.
CorvaALis, OREG.,
January 3, 1966.
Honh., WAYNE MORSE,
Senator for Oregon,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

My Drar SenaTOR: We send our best
wishes for a healthy, happy, and prosperous
New Year.

We recelve your reports regularly and ap-
preclate having them.

Apain we wish to commend you for your
stand on foreign aid to countries that do not
deserve it, how can we be so stupld to send
aid to people llke Nasser and many others
that we know are our enemies,

We are enclosing a clipping cut from the
Albany paper, we go along with this and
hope that you will also.

We assure you of our continued support
in your efforts.

Very truly yours,
CHARLES B, WILLIAMS.

PORTLAND, OREG:,
January 31. 1966.
Hon., WayNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR MorsE: When we moved to
Portland 11 years ago from New Orleans,
I brought along my French drip coffee pot
and we ordered our coffee from Baton Rouge.
As usual, I was up at 6:30 dripping cofiee and
saw the early TV report.

It must be highly gratifying to you to
know that your aim in part (U.N. Securlty
Council) has been accomplished, Congratu~
lations, We are very proud and I belleve
youll go down in history as the greatest
statesman and Senator who ever served his
country. The brilliance of your thinking has
again been demonstrated. We'll all keep
praylng for peace, for you and for our Pres-
ident’s strength. He certalnly has my sin-
cere sympathy, The times ahead will be try-
ing. 8o lets keep trying!

Sincerely,
Mrs, PauL F. MIELLY.

P.8.—I just looked up the words “states-
man.” “A mah versed in the principles and
art of government; especially, one who
shows wisdom in treating or directing pub-
lic matters; also a man occupied with the ai-
fairs of government and influential in shap-
ing its policy.”
mendous influence in sheping our policy so
it fits and I can put the letter back In the
envelope.

BaKER, OREG.
Hon. WAYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C.

Sm: My falth in the democcratic process
has becen Invigorated anew by the hearings
of the Senate Forelgn Relations Commitiee,
so recently televised. As one of your Oregon
constituents, I owe a special debt of grati~
tude to you, Senator Momrsg, for your per-
slstent and courageous efforts to put your
convictions first, and to keep our Vietnam
policy In perspective. At times you, Sen-
tor FuLBRIGHT and Senator CHURCH ssemed
to have been waging a lone battle against
heavy odds. It now seems you have been
rewarded, at least In the efforts of all the
committee members to make a thorough
and searching Iinquiry into our policy in
Vietnam. I hope nothing will stop or hinder
the committee from further challenging the
premises on which our present policy is
based, and then recommending a more sahe
and realistic approach to our future there.

General Gavin hag contributed much in that

You surely have been a tre- _
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direction. “Profiles in Courage” would now
have you, Senator Morse, o add to its pages.
Very truly yours,
VIrGINIA COEN.
ONTARIO, OREG.

DEear SIR: We are all very happy we still
have someone left like you that doesn’t want
our loved ones getting Kkilled for every other
country.

Mothers and fathers of this country want
to know how to stop sending our boys to
death. We are full of fear wondering why
this country thinks it’s so powerful it can
lick the world. Owur loved ones are so afraid
and sick of going to Vietnam just to die.

How can mothers and fathers put a stop
to this? Our boys are getting killed, How
can I be a member of the “Women Strike
for Peace”? Ask the people what they think
about this—not the President.

Mrs. HARRIS.
WILDERVILLE, OREG.
Senator MORSE.

DeAarR SR: We want to congratulate you
for the stand you are taking. Every Ameri-
can should know and understand that Con-
gress can only declare war. It seems as
though the American people should be
awakened. Seems though the American peo-
ple are just in a trance; they have to be told,
and you are the man that can do it. A few
more letters like you had in the Courier and
algso in the Oregonian should wake most of
them. Hope to hear more of you.

Your truly.
. ANNA RUMEBOLZOMY,
E. C. RUMBOLZ.
MEDFORD, OREG.
Hon, WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEarR SENATOR: Am -writing you today
commending you on your stand on the Viet-
nam controversy. From visits around my
territory which includes northern California,
Oregon, Washington, and Idaho, I find most
of my contacts are entirely in agreement with
your reasoning and firm stand. You have
taken a most courageous stand against forces
who are in my opinion acting quite contrary
to the wishes of the people, especially those
in this area.

I, personally, am a firm believer in the
Monroe Doctrine and would gladly do any-
thing possible to look after our interests and
protection in this hemisphere. Beyond that
and those boundaries, we are delving too
much into affairs and responsibilities of
Europe and the Far East.

Our resources are limited and the mount-
ing Government debt iIs awesome, contrary
to the clalms of our so-called leaders. I and
others belleve and agree with you that our
(the publie) interests should be protected
and that the public should have the facts
about our involvements around the world
and our fabulous glveaways.

Our Vice President traveling through the
Far East 1s demonstrating his generostty
which. has been true to his past record.
With that you are no doubt quite familiar,
If we have danger from the extreme right,
then we have the same from the extreme left
of which he has been a member for some
time.

Many of your constituents are highly
pleased with your bold and forthright posi-
tion. We are proud of you and our Gover-
nor for the sensible stand you have taken.

Ours i8 a free country and we want to
keep 1t that way. This cannot be done by
constantly piddling away our resources in
men and money. We are depending upon
you to look after our welfare in your hon-
orable capacity.

Sincerely yours,
LEs W. BAILEY.
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FOREST (GiovEe, Ukwa.,
Janaeary 30, 1966,

Dzar SENATOR MoORsE: May I congratulate
you on your ciear, concise, and very pertinent
remarks made on the CBS “Congress and
{he War” program, Sunday.

T.ike Most Americans, I have been very dis-
turbed by the get-out-of-Victnam demon-
sirations around the country, but even more
disturbed by the {act that the average citizen
of this Republic literally cannot get any in-
formation upon which to make any kind of
sensible judgment about the war. The
squivocal statements of the President and
nis defenders do nothing but increase my
anxiety and, if conversations with friends are
any indication, the uneasiness of Americans
is general.

As though pgross national product has
anyshing to do with ethics or international
law. I was cspecially plensed that you
pointed out tire moral and practical Issues
involved. We have already been judged (and
found wanting) by our fellow nations, and
we must face our penalty from an interna-
tional court. And we must realize that this
war is not likely to stop with Vietnam.

1 don’t think I'm alone in feeling this way.
My husband, a history professor at Pacific
University, doesn’t seem to have any Inside
information I don’t have. The politicians
and political scientists or whatever we talk
to scem as much in the dark as we average
citizens about President Johnson’s inten-
tlons. If this is a democracy, I think we
have a right to know—at least more than
we know now.

ain in the neck you may be to your col-
learues in the Senate, but I'm awfully glad
I voted for you.

Very sincerely,
Mrs. FRANK CHIPPS.

.8—Is it possible to get a copy of the
Mansfield report?

3aLEM, OREG.
Ylori. WAYNE MORSE.

DearR MR. MoORsSE: As an Oregonian and a
constituent of yours I wish to take this op-
portunity to express my affirmation of your
stand on the Vietham issues, now being
debated before the Armed Services Commit-
Lce of the Congress.

Your intelligent and courageous eifort to
end this futile conflict should be applauded
by all who are really interested In peace.

’lease keep up your efforts. I am sure
that eventually the American people will get
behind you and others like you to bring
pressure on those determining our course of
action, to stop this undeclared war.

3incerely,
W. J. GENTZHOW.

?onTLAND, OREG.
{Ion. WAYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington. D.C.

AR SENATOR MORSE: I have been so
thankful for your attitude toward the war
in Vietnam. Whenever L have heard you
speak or have read your views in print they
have alwayvs cheered my heart. I'm surely
very glad that our Oregon Senator is against
this war, -

Very sincerely,
CrarA IRWIN,

As1ORIA, OREG,

sSenator WavyNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, 1).C.

1AR SENATOR MoORsE: I have been more
than sympathetic to your stand on the Viet-
namn issue, and this flnal stand which you
and Senator GRUENING assume on the rela-
Llonship of the draft to the situation is in-
spirational. You have been willing to stand
and be counted for a long time and you are
heginning to rally solid support from others
such as Senator GRUENING.
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With the change in attitude as cvidenced
by the Catholic ecumenical anncuncement
which intimated that it would be possible to
live in the snme world with Commuinists and
that it is not necessary to eliminate them—I
see some crack in the superpatriotic front
which I view somcwhat like that of an
alcoholic personality—it survives on the
euphoria supplied by opportuuities of
patriotic demcnstration which muke it feel
greater and more secure than it really is.

I pledge myself to work in your hehalf as
hard as I amn able,

Sincerely yours,
WiLtiam 1%, Fovear o Ph. D,

PorRTLAND, OLEG.,
Februury 18, 1966.

DEAR SENATCR: I know how busy you must
be these cays but as a citizen and a Korean
veteran I hope that you will have the time
to read my short letter to you. I'm not a very
good letterwriter but I felt that I wanted to
write this one.

All these months I’ve been reacing about
your views and watching you on television
concerning the war in Vietnam and X wanted
you to know that I agres with you 100 per-
cent. I want you to know 1 am very proud
to have a perscn such as yourself to represent
my thoughts in the Senate. Without peo-
ple like you the average citizens st.ch as my-
self would never be heard of.

In closing may I say that I hope you will
continue to stick to whatever your beliefs
may be for the good of our country, and may
God give you the strength and energy to
continue your views concerning Vietnam.
Someday perhaps I will have the good for-
tune of being able to meet you personally
and to shake the hand of a real man and an
American. Whatever I may be able to do for
you please do not hesitate to ask.

Respectiully yours,
Brvg L. CHINN.
FLORENCE, OREG.,
Februery 14, 1966.
Senator WayNeE Morse,
U.S. Senaie,
Washkington, D.C.

Dear SuNaToR Morse: The televised hear-
ings on Vietnam are very enlightering. They
bolster my opinion on the subject, which is:

The Urnited States should admit Vietnam
was and is a raistake, and we should get out
now.

Very truly yours,
Tuomas M. Hunr, D.M.D.
PORTLAND, OREG.

DeEar SENATOR: Be assured that many more
than those who write you support your cou-
rageous attempt to save this country from its
disastrous and immoral course.

T am proud to be an Oregonian at this time.

Sincerely youwrs,
Bupi H. NUSSBAUM.
SaLewM, OREG.
Hon. WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Ojfice Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Sik: Our family urges immediate and
open debate on the Vietnam war @s you have
suggested.

Yours truly, .
T.. P. MITCHELL.
Sarnym, OREG.

DEAR FONORABLE SENATOR MORsE: 'Thank
you very much for the letters I am receiving
from you. I agree with everything you do in
regards to the war in Vietnam. [ hope our
officials will come to know too thut they are
in a very critical war and should withdraw,
the sooner the better. 'Thank you again for
the letters you sent me. Please note my ad-
dress has changed from 285 McNury Avenue
NW., to 1375 Ruge Street NW., Salem, Oreg.

Yours respectiully,
GERHARD GINSBRECHT.
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PHOENTX, OREG.

DEear SENATOR MoRsE: We support your
views and we wish there were more like you
and Senator FULBRIGHT.

It disturbed us to hear Secretary of State
Rusk’s answers to why we didn’t fight com-
munism in Cuba in 1960 just 80 miles from
us. Yet we are asked to make the supreme
sacrifice now in Vietnam.

Sincerely,
Mr. and Mrs. OTTo McGINLEY.

PORTLAND, OREG.
8ENATOR WAYNE Monsg: You are doing good
work there in Washington and we hope that
we can have peace with honor in the near
future so the boys can come marching home
once again.

Your great efforts are much appreciated in

this great State of Oregon, I feel.
Yours truly,
Mrs. LINNIS WENTWORTEH.
FUGENFE, OREG.
Hon. WaYNE MoRsT,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Sir: The continuing hearings of the For-
eign Relations Committee of which you, Sen-
ator, are a member and which is so ably
chaired by Senator FULBRIGHT, are of deep
and abiding interest to me.

In no other -way can the people of the
Nation learn the aims and objectives of the
lawmakers of their country as well as pos-
sible by listening to discussions of this na-
ture. I heartily endorse these hearings and
consider them te be extremely important
in helping the citizen to an informed and
more enlightened state of mind,

We regularly receive the mnewslctter and
the excerpt from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
from your office, both of which we appreciate
and read with interest. We commend your
able presentation of the facts regarding our
entry into the Vietnam situation and hope
for a speedy settlement of this war which is
so tremendously costly in money and in
blood spilled.

Very truly yours,
DoroTiaY BE. FPELTUS.

[From the Eugene (Oreg.) Reglster Guard,
Feb. 13, 1966]

Wy Nor WrrEpRaw From VieTnaM?
(By Robert M. Hutchins)

The picture we get from Washington por-
trays our Government earnestly, even fran-
tically pursuing all avenues to peace and
finding them blocked by sullen and derisive
Orientals.

How can we make peace, we say, if we can
find nobody to make it with? Since we can’t
make peace, we must make watr.

The first question is, how much war do we
have to make? A leading diplomatic expert,
George Kennan, has joined a military au-
thority, Gen. James Gavin, in suggesting
that we stay where we are and “simmer
down.” 'Their theory is that if we hang on
without doing anybody very much damage
somebody will eventually come forward from
the other side and offer to settle,

This proposal is better than burning up
Vietnam, North and South, in the name of
the freedom and independence of the south.
But it leads to the second question: Why
hang on?

“Surrender” is a dreadful word. Both
Gavin and Gen. Maxwell Taylor arc revolted
by 1it. What is the matter with “with-
drawal”?

If we have made a mistake, if we have no
right to be where we are, if we are doing
enormous harm to ourselves as well as others,
why should we not admit the mistake and
correct it? ‘This is something we could do
all by ourselves.

It is now officially admitted that we have
made a mistake. No other interpretation can
be placed on the peace campaign of the ad-
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ministration. To put the matter on no
higher ground, we have declded we can’t win.

Nobody has ever succeeded in discovering
any basls for our presence in Vietnam except
our own decision to go there. No treaty or
international convention of any sort author-
izes the United States to blow up some of the
South Vietnamese in order to maintain in
power those who could not have achieved
power without us. -In attacking North Viet-
nam, we violated our solemn obligations un-
der the Charter of the United Nations.

The Geneva accords of 1954 did not con-
template two independent countries, South
and North Vietham. On the contrary, they
explicitly stated that the whole territory
would be united after elections to be held In
1956. We prevented those elections. We
created the fictlon that South Vietnam is an
independent state that has called on us 1o
protect it against aggression.

So why not withdraw? The North Viet-
namese know as well as we do that we can’t
win. They are equally aware that there 1s no
moral or legal excuse for our presence. Why
ghould they talk to us?

The reason we do not withdraw from &
hopeless and guilt-ridden adventure 1s that
we have been persuaded by almost half a cen-
tury of propaganda that wherever commu-
nism raises its ugly head it 1s our duty to
chop it off. We cannot allow Ho Chi Minh to
trilumph. because he 1s a Communist. We
cannot leave southeast Asia open to Com-
munist China.

The example of Yugoslavia suggests that
we should be bullding up Ho Chi Minh
against China. “Pacem In Terris,” the last
encyclical of Pope John XXIII, warns us not
to let-our hatred of an ideology lead us into a
mistaken estimate of the intentions of those
who profess 1t. The hypothetical possibility
of a distant danger does not justify a present
crime.

FEBRUARY 16, 19066.

Desr SENATOR MORSE: As one of your coil-
stituents temporarily residing in the South,
I am pleased to be able to tell you that many
of the students here have expressed to me
their admiration for your stand on Viet-
nam. Many of us believe that conscription
of students (or anyone else) to fight in an
undeclared war which they regard as im-
moral and contrary to the national interest,
1s a usurpation of their baslc political rights
and thelr right to oppose the administra-
tion's insane policles. We hope that you will
push your proposal to allow draftees to de-
fer service in Vietnam and will continue to
vigorously and vocally oppose this war.

Sincerely,
JIM DRISCOLL.
PORTLAND, OREG.,
February 20, 1966.

SexaTor MoRrse: ‘Thanks for sticking by
your guns. The Amerlcan people need you
Senator, more than they will ever know.

Thank you.

‘W. J. PALMER.
Lyons, OREG.,
February 10, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR MoRse: I have been most
interested in the public hearings of the Sen-
ate Forelgn Relations Committee and the
comments of the witnesses. In fact, I stayed
home from work yesterday to hear them.

I am sure there has never been a more in-
formative series of programs ever presented.

I must admit, Senator Morse, that I have
never voted for you but it seems that the
guestions that came to my mind as the wit-
nesses gave their opening statements are the

No. 37T——22

very questions that you agsked when your
turn of questioning began. So I guess your
thinking must be more agreeable than I had
reallzed.

I felt that the testimony of Mr. Bell was
interesting in regard to the economical
phases of the Vietnamese front. Although
this information may be avallable to all of
us—how many private cltizens know where
or how to ask for tariff and import costs In
Vietnam or how government projects are
handled?

Many, many other pleces of information in
regard to our problems in the world have
been brought to mind snd gives me much
food for thought.

I would like to see the line of questioning
pursued In regerd to Ky’s statement In Hon-
olulu in the livid statement about refusal
to sit down at the conference table or any-
where else with the enemy leaders. What
chance is there for settlement when the pri-
mary particlpants refuse to sit down to talk?
I was shocked to hear this news broadcast
and until it was mentioned in today's hear-
ing have heard nothing more of 1t. It seems
most important to me.

I am very sorry that more people cannot
view these hearings in their entirety-—~work-
ing people, professional people, and students
find it impossible to see it all and much 18
lost in the concise comments of the 11 p.m.
newscaster.

Am looking forward to the testimony of
General Taylor next week. Would like to see
Mr., McNamara there too, so keep trying. I
em sure that he could give the people a
testimony that would not harm our Nation’s
position, although am not so sure aboub
this.

I felt 1t was a privilege indeed, to hear Mr.
Eennan’s testimony. His ideas on the ef-
fects of our foreign policies on the common
people of these lands was most Interesting
and realistle. It 1s hard for the American
people to comprehend the thinking and
problems of such people. We have to be
jarred up once in a while.

Again let me say that I feel these tele-
vised hearings are most Informative and I
hope they continue, not only on the Vietnam
crisis but on many other subjects on which
we stand to galn or lose much.,

- Bincerely,

NADINE DUGGAN.
PORTLAND, OREG.,
February 10, 1966,
Benator WAYNE MORSE,
The Senate,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR Mr. MoRSE: Keep up the good work on
Vietnam and everything else. I only hope
your unusually forthright language wlill not
jeopardize your Senate seat In your next
election.

Keep it up.

Sincerely,
PreTER LOMHOFF,
EUuGENE, OREG.,
February 12, 1966.

DEar SENATOR MORSE: Need I reiterate that
you “scored’’ again when Ambassador Kennan
was questioned by the Senate Forelgn Rela-
tions Commlittee on Thursday.

When you read the Presldent’s Honolulu
statement, 1t put all the careful pussyfooting
in proper perspective. I'm sure the thought-
ful people in the country appreciate this,
Thank you for having the courage.

Thank you again.

Sincerely,
DOROTHY LEEPER.

P.S—I'm sure these hearings will offer
President Johnson some constructive alter=
natives to our present collislon course,
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IMBLER, OREG.,
February 23, 1966.
Senator WaynNeE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DearR SENATOR MoORsE: Knowlng that you
are fearless and uncompromising when a
principle 1s at stake we are sending you
this newspaper clipping for your attention.
If its thesis 1s true what hope is there in
the Unlted States trying to influence world
affairs anywhere, anyplace? Are the Amer-
ican people too far gone on the road to
personal galn without regard to the rights
of others? Can the administration claim
that they are activated by altruistic and
noble purposes in Vietnam when they can
do nothing to stop such grafting? And as
a leading member of the Senate Forelgn
Relatlons Committee we are hopeful that
you—if no one else—might be able to do
something about it.

We take both the Oregon Journal and the
Oregonian and try to read all sides and all
the commentators have to say about Viet-
nam, Never before in history it seems to
us has such an issue been so cloudy and
mixed up and yet of so vital importance
to us and the world at large. We do not see
how people can attack you so bitterly over
your courageous stand in what you think
to be right unless they have studied only one
side of the issue. 'There is no doubt that you
are sincere. However the same seems to be
true of Johnson, Rusk and McNamara. They
are no less sincere than you although taking
a very opposite stand to you. If the top
statesmen and political leaders of the day
differ, so what right has the ordinary person
not nearly so well versed on the subject to
take such violent positions elther pro or
con. But whichever side I1s right this
grafting should be handled and it appears
to us that It is up to Johnson and the
administration to see that something 1s done
about it and we are hoping that you can be
the “gadfly” (the term meant In no dis-
paraging way, belleve us) to sting them into
action.

Hoping to hear from you as soon as it is
possible for you to do so in your busy life
for we really get anxious about such things
as mentloned above, we are,

_Sincerely,
A. K. LARSEN.
Mrs, A. K. LARSEN.

P.8,—=Since writing this letter we have read
your speech pglven before the Senate and
printed in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD dated
January 19, 1966, which we received this
morning. It is very illuminating and in-
structive as to the historical background of
the present dispute. Your arguments seem
to be irrefutable.

Coos Bay, OREG.,
February 22, 1966,
Hon, WaYy~NE MORSE,
U.S. Senate
Washington, D.C.

Dear MR, Morsg: I think 1t most appropri-
ate my first letter to a Congressman be on
Washington’s Birthday. The role you are
playing in Congress is equally as important
as that of our First Presldent.

I had the extreme pleasure of attending
your lecture on the campus of Southwest-
ern Oregon Community College a couple
weeks ago, and while it has been impossible
for me to watch the Senate hearings on tele-
vision during the daytime, I have certainly
heard many favorable repercussions from
them.

The position you have taken on our in-
volvement in the Vietnamese war 1s most
commendable, and the fact that you are
standing almost entirely alone, In my esti-
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mation, warrants all the moral support we
in Oregon can give you. I am most proud to
be a citizen of Oregon, and to be represented
in Washington, D.C, by a man of your
caliber,

Please accept my congratulations on your
courage in the face of such powerful opposi-
tion,

Very truly yours,
1tora M. GRAY.

SCAPTOOSE, OREG.,
February 24, 1966,
Inn. WaYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building
Weashingion, D.C.

Dear SenaTor: I admire the courage with
wlhich you state your position on the Viet-
ttam situation. Our Nation needs men who
will stand for what is right, even though it
means standing alone.

May God grant you many more years of
honorable service to our country.

Sincerely,
FuerNE A, OSTER.

McMINNVILLE, OREG.,
february 24, 1966.
Ton, Senator WAYNE MORSE,
U.s. Senate,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Drar SENATOR Morse: T should like to sup-
port you in your untiring efforts to oppose
he present policy of the administration in
Vietnam.

It is sad indeed that so many persons in
high positions are so insensitive to the world-
wide distrust and hatred of the United States
which is heing generated by this country’s
unilateral policy in Vietnam.

Ifopefully the voices of reason such as
yours will soon be heeded.

Sincerely,
Frovw J. PAUuLus.

Bampown, OrrG.,
#ebruary 21, 1966,
{Ton. Senator WAYNE L. MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dizar SEMaTor: Your stand on our position
in Vietnam is well taken in my book.

Ti is by the courage and wisdom of men of
your thinking that our Nation will survive
the peril we face.

Keep up your good work. You have, I'm
sure more solld support than you know.

Sineerely,

1. W. STRONG.
CORNELIUS, OREG.,
Tehruary 24, 1966.
Ifon. Senator WAYNE MORSE.
Nenate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DraR BENATOR MORSE: We are in full accord
with the stand you have taken in regard to
Ihe Vietnam situation.

Very truly yours,
Joun H. DIRTRICH.
Mrs. JonN H. DIETRICH,
Mrs. P. J. DIETRICH.
TROUTDALE, OREG.,
February 13, 1966.
Senator WayN®E Morse,
.8, Courthouse,
Portland, Oreg.

DzaR SENATOR MORSE: This letter is written
to inform you that we admire your courage
in speaking out against the U.S. involvement
in Vietnam. We heard your statements over
A4 recent I'V broadcast. We believe you and
hope you are successful in any attempts you
undertake to correct this confusing war.

Thank you,

tir. and Mrs. ARTHUR GUDGE.
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EUGENE, OREG.
SENATE F'OREIGN RELATIONS COMMITTEE,
Washington, D.C.:

I want to say congratulations on the
“serninars” on television. I heard both Gen-
eral Gavin and George Kennan the full 10
hours ard I am glad to know that millions
ot people had a lesson in history and sanity.

Sincerely,
AnN KILFTINSASSER.
WEDRUARY 21, 1966.
Hon, WavynNE L. MoORSE,
U. 8. Senate,
Washington D.C.

Duzar S1a: This Is to indicate my strong
support of your fight for peace, and par-
ticularly your emphasis on the need for
placing respounsibility on the United Nations
or some other international body.

I also would favor a bill to provent send-
ing drafiees to Vietnam for actions which
would run counter to their own consclences.

Thank you for your vigorous and stead-
fast Interest in the cause of peace and of
government by the people.

Respecsfully,
VIRGINIA CORNING,
CoRrvALLIS, (iREG.,
February 24, 1966.
Ilon. WayNe MORSE,
U. S. Ser.ate,
Washington D.C.

Dear SENATOR MORSE: Words cannot ex-
press how grateful I am for your clear and
sensible stand against the President’s Viet-
nam policy. In my travels to ezstern Ore-
gon, I find more and more people talking
about the war. They wouldn’t talk about
il a few months ago. Usually they say
something fairly neutral until they find how
the other person feels about it. Many peo-
pie over there feel unsure about our involve-
ment in that country. As vou know, east-
crn Oregomans tend to e more conservative
than in tie cities of the western area. There
is a group of professional workers in Med-
ford wha oppose the war. They are too
cautious to come out openly in the papers
because of the reactionary opinions of the
“wheels” in that town. Antiadministration
policy fecling here in Corvallis seems to be
spreading. We had no trouble in getting
50 persons, rnostly professcrs, to partici-
pate in a peace vigil at Christmastime. Still
more have joined our ranks since then.
There Is going to be a large intornational
protest of the war on March 25 and 26.
Rumor hos it that there will be more than
10 natiors participating in some form of
protest on those days.

Some of us have written Mr, Howard Mor-
gan to ask him to run for the Scnate. We
don’'t want to have to choose between
Robert Duncan and Mark Hatfield.

I know you will keep up the good work, T
will support you at every opportunity.

Sincerely,
RUBERT L. STEBBINS.
THE DALLES, Onse.,
february 24, 1966.

Senator WavNe Mors:,
Senate Off'ce Building,
Washington, D.C.

Desar SinaTorR Morsn: Thank you very
much. for your speech in the CONCGLESSIONAL
Rrcorp. Our family agrees with you 100
percent about everything you say concern-
ing our operations in Vietham.

T am enclosing some pages [rom the
Oregonian in which I thought you might
be interested. Tt would zeem that the mass
communications media in this couitry, even
on the news pages, are being used as giant
pPropaganda weapons by this administration.

Letters are beginning to appear in our
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local paper pro and con the Vietnam war,
but the writers’ names are omitted by re-
quest to the editor. They are afraid. For
families with draft-age sons, freedom of
speech is no longer a reality.

The U.S. Senate seems to be our last hope
between the American people and a real
dictatorship. The House of Representatives
has apparently given up doing its own
thinking,

God bless you and keep up the good work.

Respectfully yours,
Mrs. WiLLiam E, May,

FEBRUARY 25, 1966,
Hon. WAYNE MORSE, .
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEaR SENATOR MogSE: Thank you for your
January ‘““‘Senator Mogrse Reports”  and
especially for the copy of your specch in the
U.S. Senate on January 16 concerning
Vietnam.

You brought out numerous points that
needed airing and you helped set the record
straight. In taking to task the White
House, the State Department, and the De-
fense Department you used straight-from-
the-shoulder language; not a lot of double
talk.

I do not know the answers to the many
complex situations of today but I do know
it is frustrating to feel the integrity of our
own Government is subject to question even
while human life is at stake. 1 love my
country, as I am certain you also do, and
I can only hope that our other political
leaders do too.

Many thanks for coming out as you did
and for making your position so very clear.

Sincerely,
VicTorR G. GRUETZNER.
SALEM, OR¥EG.,
February »7. 1966,
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Drar SENATOR Morse: How grateiul we are
for your courageous leadership on this whole
Issue of Vietham. We follow closcly day by
day the contribution you make to clarity
the issue. I sat for almost as muahy hours
as you, viewing the Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee hearings. Many of our
friends did likewise. More power to you.

We do hope you are successful in getting
Congress to rescind the resolution the Con-
gress passed in 1964, which the President has
used as a mandate for his action. We trust
the Congress will not appropriate the $4.8
billion for further conduct of the war.

I'm enclosing an ad we ran in the States-
man and the Capitol-Journal dailies. It
would be interesting to know what. effect it
had in your mail, if any, the week following.

We feel a tremendous urgency to do every-
thing in our power to support you and
others. Do you have any suggestions?
I've spent the whole day, Sunday, just writ-
ing to you Senators. Also wrote CBS, both
commending them for running the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee hearings and
condemning them for subsequent censor-
ship and coloring of news following Friend-
1y’s resignation,

Here is a quotable quote:

“Rarely in the history of world afairs has
any country indulged in such a colossal act
of self-righteous arrogance as did our United
States when we decided for the sirife-torn
people of South Vietnam that ithey are
better off dead than Red.”-—Rabbi Israel
Margolies, Beth Am, the People’s temple,
New York City, December 11, 1965.

Thanks too, for the reprints from the
ConNGRESSIONAL REcorp and other material
which you sent to keep us informed. I
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would like to have some of the valuable re-
prints from the Senate Forelgn Relations
Committee hearing, Senator FULBRIGHT'S
summary statement following Dean Rusk's
testimony was classle. R
Sincerely,
MarviNn and VIOLET

P.S.—It is not necessary to take up your
secretary’s time in answering our letters.
Just know we are with you 99 percent of the
time,

VioLET NETTLETON.
STAYTON, OREG.,
February 28, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

HoN. SENATOR MORSE: We are behind you
100 percent in the stand you are taking in
Vietnam. Would that more Congressmen
were like you. :

Sincerely yours,
Mrs. Epw. J, BELL.
EUGENE, OREG.,
February 15, 1966.

DreAR SENATOR MoRsig: Hats off to you and
the Senate Foreign Relatlons Committee.

We, and many of our neighbors congrat-
ulate you for your flne effort in helping to
get the facts before the Amerlcan people.

Apparently,-a large segment of the John-
son admlinistration have failed to take a
Jesson from from their defeat in the Korean
war. It seems we have falled to champlon
peace—because 1t bothers people like Mr.
McNamara and Mr. (Gen.) Maxwell Taylor,
who apparently act purely for the interest of
the war industries—perhaps you will accom-~
plish what our lukewarm or sold-out poll-
ticians have failed to do.

For the present, therefore, we are watch-
ing the hearings with keen interest,

Sincerely,
The J. W. WALKERS.

(If it were possible to re-do our votes of
last electlon—we’d surely make some
changes. But then, there’s another in 1968.)

ANN ArRBOR, MICH.,
February 18, 1966,
Hon., WAYNE MORSE,
U.8. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

D=eaR SENATOR: First I would like to tell you

that my wife and I both Oregon resldents,
_support fully your criticlsm of present for-
eign policy in Vietnam and Latin America.

Recently you sent us “The State of the
War in Vietnam,” a speech you made on Jan-
uary 19, 1966, in the Senate. If you could
send us additional coples we would like to
send them to various people with whom we
are debating the toplec. We could very easily
make very good use of 5 to 10 copies.

It seems that your arguments have been
basically legal ones. Other good polnts could
be made on the moral level of course., But,
perhaps unfortunately, the debate seems to
hinge in most people’s minds on the issue of
the seemingly pragmatic question of how to
stop communism, morality, and legal ques-
tions being peripheral,

The argument as I hear it says that if we
don’t do what we are doing we will encour-
age national wars of liberation. It seems to
me that the following argument could be
made to refute that position. Given that our
objective is to inhibit such wars in the fu-
ture, our efforts in Vietnam should be evalu-
ated in terms of that objectlve. Such wars
seem first to Involve a political stage In
which forces are gathered for the second
stage, the actual military effort. Since the
political stage seems to come first, and is in
that sense the cruclal stage, what effects do
our policies have at this political level. It
might be suggested that our present efforts
would in fact fertilize anti-American, and
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pro antl-American organizational, feelings
and activities. I Imagine this would be easier
to show in the case of the Santa Domingo
“offort to stop communism,” but 1% would
seem likely to be a valid point In Vietnam as
well. Also, the lllegality and immorality of
our position could be seen in this context as
working to our practical disadvantage to the
extent that it helped generate the polltical
atmosphere in countries that could later be
the targets of national wars of liberation,

We wish we could do more in correcting
our current policies. We appreclate your
efforts. :

Sincerely,
GarRY R, HAMILTON.
CoOLLEGE PARK, Mbp,
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
U.8. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR Morse: May I extend my
deep appreciation for your courageous ef-
fort in enlightening the people of the United
States to the horrible sltuation which pres-
ently confronts us all. Needless to say there
will be those who will say that you are &
member of some Communist conspiracy
dedicated to the overthrow of our govern-
mental structure. This slr, as you Kknow,
is the price one must pay in order to gen-
erate and convince people of” a higher prin-
ciple.

Sir, I am behind you 100 percent.

Respectfully,
RoNALD J. PEDONE.
CAMBRIDGE, Mass,,
February 21, 1966.

Drar SeNaTOR MoRseE: My wife and I, resi-
dents of Oregon, strongly support your
courageous stand on Vietnam, The United
states 1s indeed in deep waters there, and
strong voices are very much needed at this
time to make sure that the people are pre-
sented with artlculate and thoughtful al-
ternatives to-the administration’s policles.
‘We hope you will continue to oppose courses
of action which seem to you unwise.

Very sincerely yours,
JouN T. MCOLELLAN.
BETHESDA, Mbp,,
February 26, 1966.
Hon. WayNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Drar SENATOR Morsg: Please know that

during the entire course of the Vietnam af~
falr you have been speaking for me. I know
to00 little of practlcal politics to understand
why an hohest stand on an issue gets & man
discounted (or blackwashed) as & crank, and
why “statesmanship” must involve shifti-
ness. 1 prefer your method.

So if you read a nasty column by one of
our latter-day Clausewitz’ which accuses
you of woolly thinking 1t might be of minute
comfort to remember that one cltizen thinks
that you are one of the only two Senators
who have been on this issue both right and
courageous.

Sincerely,
C. W. McCUTCHEN.
Derrorr, Micm,,
February 22, 1966,
Hon. WaAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr. Morsk: Just a few words of heart-
felt thanks for your intelligent and courage-
ous position on Vietnam, and particularly for
your being able to bring these discusslons to
the public.

It is ironic that those in posltion of power
and control do not accept the fact that unless
there is public discussion (and freedom of
all kinds of expression of opinions) they are
jeopardizing the very rights and fregdoms
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on the domestic front that they claim to be
trylng to preserve internationally.
Again, thank you and with all good wishes.
Sincerely,
Mr, and Mrs. HErBERT T. RIEBLING.

. ANN ArBOR, MICH,,
February 20, 1966,
Senator WayNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR MorsEg: I hope that you will
find continued energy to keep up your per-
sistent criticism of the Vietnam policy of the
administration.

It is without doubt in error; and only by
continuing to keep 1its follies and promises
before the public can changes be effected.

Sincerely,
Nicoraus C. MILLS.

BrooMrierp, N.J.,
February 21, 1966,

-Hon, WAYNE MORSE,

U.8. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR MORSE: Your honest, wise,
and fearless stand that what we are doing in
Vietnam 1is wrong, futile, and dangerous,
gives me and many, many others like me 8
lttle heart and hope. I fought, bled, and
nearly died in the First World War. Now I
consider war a complete negation of rational
behavior,

Keep on standing out against our tragic
waste of money and lives in the undeclared

-war in Vietnam.

Sincerely, .
Ray FREEMAN JENNEY,

ST. PETERSBURG, FLA,,
February 21, 1966.
Hon., WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SenaTor: No snswer is requested but
pass this letter on to your colleagues.

This is an expression of appreciation of the
writer and his friends for your forthright
and just stand on our dilemma in Asia. We
belleve that you and Senator FULBRIGHT can
prevent the fruition of the Impending holo~
caust in Asia with a direct television appeal
to the American people. The very form and
substance of this Government ls at stake
in this matter and if you fall * * * there ap-
pears little hope for the Nation itself.

If you fail, it 1s too probable that the
Chinese Army will march when spring trips
north again. You just don’t start a ruckus
in a man’s backyard without a retort from
him. Example: The Cuban crisis at our
own back stoop * * * we acted and so will
China,.

gSince the Premler of North Vietnam or-
ganlzed and helped to direct the rebellion
of Indochina against France, it is a certainty
that a great majority of its people remember
and respect him. Therefore, to deny the
Vietcong representation at the peace table
is to invite a never-ending war of atiri-
tion * * * one In which the American people
will ultimately rebel against forced tyranny
at home.

As If our Nation isn’t already in deep trou-
ble, 1t 1s entering a storm cycle unprece-
dented 1n weather history which, in itself will
compound the confusion of our leadership,
This, together with a major conflict In Asia
may well destroy your Nation and mine.

Respectfully,
CLAUDE STRICKLAND,

BROOKLINE, MASS.,
February 20, 1966,
Senator WayNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.
DeAR SENATOR MoRsE: I am writing to ex-
press my appreciation for the persistent and
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courageous manner in which you have ex-
posed the rolly of our position in Vietham.

I hope that you have continued to main-
bain close contact with the people of Oregon
during this trying period, for the American
Nation would be much the poorer without
your presence in the Senate.

With all good wishes.

Very truly yours,
ALran Siop.

P*arts, FRANCE,

February 20, 1966.
Henator WaYNE MORSE,
senate Office Building,

Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR MoORSE: We are young New
Vorkers who have been traveling in Europe
since the beginning of the year, and it is with
cver-increasing dismay that we read and
hear of our country’s mounting involvement
in the Vietnamese war.

obh of us have been active in opposing
the war during the last year, and have been
urneasy ever since the United States entered
into the conflict. Aside from our feeling
that political reality makes the involvement
of our Armed Forces an absurd and tragic
ulistake. We are both deeply against war,
and the senseless brutality and slaughter,
terror and destruction that characterize this
wur in particular.

Our motivation to write you stems from
a troubled fecling we have about what seems
to us to be going on in the United States.
We looked forward to the open hearings in
the Senate. and even though they were not
planned as satisfactorily as could be wished,
they appeared to us as the greatest existing
tiope that the Chief Executive’s blind misuse
of power could begin to be arrested, or at
least curbed.

After hearing you speak in New York last
summer we were glad to know that there are
some clearsighted, energetic champions of
ur cause representing us in the Senate.
BPoth you and Senator GRUENING have shown
great courage and intelligence in dealing
with the stubborn egotism of the adminis-
pration.

But we still remain troubled, not only by
the threat of flag-waving ‘“‘superpatriots”——
modern day jingoists who seek to discredit
us by defamation, but by the large numbers
of Americans who seem to be permitting
Lhemselves to be led like sheep into the be-
lief that, out of some supreme loyalty, they
must support whatever unwise decision made
by the administration.

We feel that all Americans are entitled,
and should be able to know all the facts, and
should judge for themselves. If this would
truly happen, we believe that the ‘“great
consensus” supposedly supporting the Chief
Fxecutive would be exposed as a hollow
slogan, and true public opinion would die-
tate a sane policy.

in our experiences abroad we have found
that most Europeans with whom we have
come in contact, consider the U.S. role in
the war both dangerous and foolish. The
f'rench especially, after years of Indochinese
blnodshed, are particularly adept at not be-
ing fooled by the rosy picture of the war
emanating from the information services of
the U.8., Government. The newspaper, Le
Monde, has exposed so many of Rusk’s and
McNamara's deceptions that it now merely
tukes them for granted as deceptions and
lcaves it at that, at least so it seems.

We wish to encourage you in your cam-
paign to enlighten the American people, and
to prevent the terrible outcome to which
the present policy of the Government must
inevitably lead.

We are keenly interested in what we can
do to aid the cause of peace.

Sincerely and respectfully yours,
ARTHUR BERGEN.
ROBERTA BERGEN.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

LarcaMONT, N.Y.
February 20, 1966.

SENATOR WAYNE McrsE: God bless you,
Senator. How wonderful to be a man of
conscience long before anyone had the cour-
age to be labeled a “dove.”

Our family and many of my iriends are
your devoted admirers and applaud your
stand to oppose this shameful wur in Viet-
nam

We Teel the hope of the world lies with
you and other men of courage like you.

Please know there are many, many like us
throughout the country and the world.

Yours truly,
Joni: Harris.
GRossSE PoINT: PARK, MICH.,
February 20, 1966,
Hon. WavnNr MORSE,
Senate Foreign Relations Commitice,
U.S. Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SenaTOR Morsg: ‘Thank you sincerely
for bringing bkefore the American people the
issues and truths on the war in Vietnam.
You are to be congratulated for your states-
monghip; there is so little left in our country.

We urge continued “live” TV coverage of
public testimony, particularly by McNamara
and Humeurny. It would be excellent if
more of the coverage could be seen during the
evening, when the men as well as the women
of our country could hear firsthand the
opinions and views they need and want to
hear. We who “pay the bill” in lives and tax
money have the right to hear Lhe issues
discussed. It is or men and our money the
President and his henchmen are committing
to Vietnam. Never has a President had so
much power and been 50 unconcerned about
what the people want. President Johnson
appears concerned only about his power and
political dictatorship, which does exist.

You Senators are our hope—nlease con-
tinue the investigations and make this man
(the President) and his advisers account for
the commitments they have made in our
name but with no authority from us. We
have no voice in the chaise of the fancy “ad-
visers'' when we vote for an official, yet these
men are blueprinting cur policies—let’s put
a stop to that.

We do not belong in the Vietnam civil
war—let’s pet, out—keep our men and
money at home.

Mr. Rusk testified that we are “willing
to go along and accept” the result of a free
election in South Vietnam, even though they
vote for a Communist government. Our men
wotld then be giving their lives for one free
election since if the people of South Vietnam
choose a Communist government, there will
never be another free election. That’s too
great a sacrifice to ask of an American boy, to
say nothing of the American dollars.

With great respect, we remain,

Very truly yours,
rcHarp B RIPKA,
NMancy H. PKA.

P.S.—W= strongly urge the recision of the

1964 resolution.
IincINo, Carnar,
February 13, 19686.
Senator WavyNE Morsg,
U.5. Senate,
Washingten, D.C.

Dear SEnaTcR Morse: Your public utter-
ances on the war in Vietnam and your prob-
ing questions in the recent Foreign Relations
Committec hearings concerning U.S. policy
in that unfortunate country deserve the
gratitude and commendation of every Amer-
ican citizen.

You are performing a truly great public
service in atternpting to reveal to the people
of this country the very dangerous course
our CGoverament is now pursuing and how,
if this course is not changed in the direction
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of a more rational policy, we may be headed
for a nuclear holocaust.

Please keep on calling for a sane and mod-
erating policy in this destructive and im-
moral war we are carrying on against the
people of both North and South Vietnam.
You and your colleagues of like mind on the
Foreign Relations Committee will be able
to reach the good sense and conscience of
the American people over the heads of the
President and his misguided advisers, Then
perhaps you will have achieved the “con-
sensus” for peace the President will find hard
to ignore.

All of us who are interested in peace owe
you and men like Senator FULBRIGI!IT a huge
debt of gratitude. I wish to express my own
feeling of admiration and appreciation to
you for frying to return U.S. policy to the
course of rationality, morality, and legality.

Sincerely,
HERBERT HERRITT.

NEw Yorx, N.Y,,
February 20, 1966,
Senator WaYNE Morsk,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

DEear SENATOR Morse: This is an assurance
of my continuing support for your continued
stanch and courageous advocacy of ration-
ality in Vietnam, in southeast Asia, and in
foreign policy in general.

Sincerely,
CaroLn F. DRISKO.
BriceTON, Mass,,
February 20, 1966.
Hon. Senator WAYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

My DrArR SzNATOR Morse: I am fully in
accord with your position regarding the
Vietnam conflict. I urge you strongly to
introduce the measure which Secretary Rusk
has challenged you to do. The President has
continued in his little war unchecked and
in violation of the Constitution for too long.
We are a democratic nation and contrary
to a marked trend in the opposite direction
will continue to be so.

I sincerely hope that it passes-—nand by a
wide margin.

Very truly yours,
MICHEL PGTHEAU,

RovarL Oay, MicH.,
February 18, 1966.
SENaTOor WaYNE MorsE,
Senator Foreign Relations Commilice,
Washington, D.C.

Drar SENATOR MORSE: I have been reading
about and listening to your committee hear-
ings, and the impression I draw from all of
the proceedings is that to all except you and
Senator FULBRIGHT those of us who dis-
agree with the Johnson decisions are not
much better than Benedict Arnold. This is
not so. I've had relatives in the armed
services since the Revolutionary War. They
served their country during times of war, and
I have been proud of them, but I am not
proud of what we are doing in Vietnam.

This is not a war. President Johnson was
given a blank check to do as he pleased in
Vietnam. The Congress gave away the stops
put into our Constitution. Is there nothing
we can do to rescind this action? ILet us
get back to the three branches of govern-
ment.

I have an 18-year-old son in college ot
the present time, and I cannot conceive
of his being sent to Vietnam. This is not
what I have raised my son for, and I am
heartsick for a1l of our boys who are fight-
ing over there simply because our President
has envisioned himself as the father of the
world.

We cannot and must not enter into every
civil war in the world. I think we are ter-
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ribly wrong, and have always thought 1t
took more courage to say you're wrong than
to.stubbornly insigt you are always right, I
think we should bring our troops home from
Vietnam. We are a big enough nation to
admit we were wrong, but the head of this
country doesn’t seen to be. I hope he will
someday realize what he has done to the
young men and their families that he has
involved in this action.

I applaud your courage in not being “yes
men,” and I hope you can overpower your
opponents.

Sincerely,

Approved

THaERESA A. COLVIN.
LOMBARD, ILL.,
February 21, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE, .
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dmar SENATOR MoRsE: Thank God for peo-
ple like you who have put integrity and
decency above politics. You have earned
the respect and gratitude of the entire Na-
tion, Democrats and Republicans alike,

As you know, many mothers wrote and
telegraphed President Johnson snd their
various Senators when they saw the impend-
ing danger of commitment, but the Presi-
dent chose to disregard the pleas.

Many of us begged to have the problem
placed in the UN. When we were stunned
by the President's war address we sent more
letters and telegrams trying to stay his
hand.

We have been ill, to say the least. Ours
are the war bables and we can’t forget past
tears. We see no necessity for more war.

You are not unaware, of course, that in
a slncere effort to make our views known, we
have been lumped with Communist sympa-
thizers. Our only interest is in loving our
sons and in trying to save thelr lives. If love
is 8 crime, we are indeed guilty.

It has always been my belief that a Presi-
dent’s first duty is to preserve and protect
families at home, not desecrate them, I am
not alone in this assumption. You will find
that any place women meet, President John-
son has become the household word for
enemy.

We see him swinging at a mirage and cry-
ing wolf in an effort to cover up a bad de-

cision and salvage his image both at home’

and abroad. He erred in putting the cart
before the horse when he chose blood first
and economics second. We clearly recoghize
economic ald as a duty, but in our minds it
represented our first and only duty or
commitment.

Like many others I voted for President
Johnson in the belief that he would keep
America out of war. I feel betrayed.

I send you my gratitude and pray that you
will keep pressing home the point that war
will never end if we refuse to consult with
those we blithely termm aggressors. It is their
home and their country and thelr right to
help solve 1ts problems.

Sincerely,
Mrs. ROBERT L. BARTA.
WAUKESHA, WIS,
February 19, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. -

Drar SENaTOR MoORSE: We congratulate you
for the investigation which the Senate is con-
ducting into the Administration’s war poli~
cies. At this point in history, the U.S. Prest-
dent holds such awesome powers that he can,
almost singlehanded, commit the whole
country. to war against any party he names.
It is therefore all the more Important in this
American democracy to reveal his operations
and those of his numerous departments, in
particular, the milltary, State, and the CIA.

For Releasé
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What 18 good for the President 1s not neces-
sarily good for the rest of us, and we favor
the restoration of the balance of powers
which was and still 1s prescribed by the mag-
nificent American Constltution,

1t is so easy for big war hawks to condemn
and smear those who object to wars with
charges of cowardice, subversion, stupldity,
blindness, wiliful disobedience, etc., ad
nauseam., Bubt we contend that it takes as
much courage and bravery to stand up and
question the warpower structure, as to face
the fire of a foreign opponent. As for stupid-
ity and blindness, how many of the big war
hawks of recent history drove their follow-
ors not to glorious victory, but to lgnominious
defeat and disaster? Hitler, Mussolini, Tojo,
Napolcon, Kalser Wilhelm—to name but a
few. BEven Stalin tried to llquidate a small
nation in a brief campaign (Finland). The
Hst is endless with names of those. whose
errors of prophecy were colossal.

Tt seems that since 1941 the Unlied States
has been constantly at war, end in our pres-
ent state, belng entangled everywhere in the
world with governments—democratic, dicta-
torial, feudalistic, and whatnot, it looks as
though there can be no end to our armed
conflicts, This 1s sickening, and makes &
mockery of natlonal policy that pretends to
be the “Great Society.” Too much of our
national substance, manpower, blood and
productive genius 1s being squendered reck-
lessly in the hottomless pits of war and its
consequences, This monstrous folly can only
bring us to disastrous ends. Even now, the
swelling of hatred and contempt for the
United Btates from many quarters overseas,
where we expected to enjoy some respect and
affection, 1s one of the most alarming devel-
opments of this decade. The American peo-
ple are not a gang of international cannon-
aders in the world, but present military prep-
arations and actions make us look that way.

We strongly oppose this US. war on
Vietnam, and hope that you will continue
to expose its follles and corruptlions. In
particular, we dread the possibility that U.S,
military actlon in Vietnam will provoke the
Chinese to war agalnst us—with cooperation
of the Ruseians, of course. We strongly back
you in your efforts to bring this war to &
halt, and hope that you will vote strongly
against any congressional bills that demand
expenditures or authorization for it.

Yours most sincerely,
Rat T. WENDLAND.
CHARLOTTE S. WENDLAND,

GALLIPOLIS, OMIO,
February 18, 1966.
Hon. WAYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Drar SENATOR MoRSE: This 1s to thank you
for your stubborn and most rational efforts
in behalf of a sane policy on southeast Asla.
Be agsured that there are many of us out-
gide of Oregon who support you and agree
with you. The cynicism of Dean Rusk’s
clever ploy today, challenging the Senate
to vote yes or no on the appropriations bill,
does not escape notlce. Any knowledgeable

person, of course, knows the bill will pass

(they always do) but those of you who vote
against 1t have already been branded. Nat-
urally this will not in the least discourage
you in your efforts.

One need not have the gift of prophecy to
seo the disaster ahead. Maybe it can be
prevented—maybe not. But at least some of
us can feel and say, no matter what comes,
that we tried. For now we will keep on
hoping and working in the cause of sanity
and justice.

' The courage and tenacity exhibited con~
stantly by you will continue to be an inspira-
tton and. source of strength to us.

Bincerely,
CuarLEs E, HoLzEr, Jr., M.D,

—
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8. Lours, Mo,,
February 17, 1966.
Hon, WayNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

DEaR SENATOR MorsE: I approve your stand
on Vietham and your courage in maintalning
1% in the face of much ugly opposition. I am
sending letters expressing approval of your
views to the White House, our United Na-
tlons representative, and other Members of
Congress. I hope that future developments
relating to Vietnam will soon begin to re-
flect the triumph of your commonsense atbi-
tudes.

Very truly yours,
Lirrianw L. HUBBELL.

NaTroNaL Ciry, CALIF,,
February 17, 1966.

Dear SeNaror MorsE: I would ke to let
you know that my wife and I are very, very
glad that we have men ke you serving In
fhe Senate. Most of all, we are 100 percent
behind you in ending the Vietnam war.

1t s men like you with your courage that
makes us feel patriotic. L.B.J. and his men
have really twisted the truth about the war
in Vietnam. It has gotten so bad that rather
than burning my draft card, my wife and
1 reglstered as Republicans as & protest.
Lucky for me I served in the Army before
1L.B.J. “took over” the Nation.

Best of luck to you and God bless America
because we need help.

‘Yours truly,
Oscar I. CouEDO.
CoLUMBUS, OHIO,
February 19, 1966.
Senstor WayNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEeAR SENATOR Morse: I would just like to
write a few lines telling you that I have been
following .your position on Vietnam for the
past few months and that I fully concur
with your stand. It is unfortunate that the
United States has been blindly led into the
war and that at the present it is extremely
difficult to find & solution which the admin~
{stration will listen to. The President’s
“peace offensive” in December and January
was offensive to everything that I have ever
believed about diplomacy.

It is my hope that your position and the
Senate Committee's hearings will force the
administration to examine its position and
the entire forelgn pollcy. It is about time
that we find something to replace contain-
ment.

I am writing the President to express my
dissatisfaction with the present stand that
he is taking.

Yours truly,
GarY S. HOROWITZ.
st. Lovis, Mo.,
February 20, 1966.

. 8enator WAYNE MORSE,

Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

HoxNorep Sme: I want to thank you and
your colleagues for bringing to the American
people a televised account of the Senate
Foreign Relation Committee’'s inquiry into
the administration’s Vietnam policles.

1, like many of my business acquaintances
and friends have tried in the past to find out
why we are in Vietnam in the first place.
All the people who speak for the adminis-
tration repeatedly say that we have commit-
ments, we must keep our word, etc. How-
ever under our late President, John F. Ken-
nedy, we were told that we would never get
into & shooting war in Vietnam, and our sup-
port would be merely advisory as far as mili~
‘tary matters were concerned and, of course
economic aid, Mr. Johnson was elected on
this premise too, but he has completely
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changed the course. Has Mr. Johnson made
other commitments? I haven’t been able to
find out through the administration’s Mr.
Ruask or General Taylor. The only conclu-
sion I have reached is that the administra-
tion has a long record of misjudgment and
that we, the American people have been
fcoled by election promises.

Article I, section 8, paragraph 11 of the
U 3. Constitution clearly states that Congress
shall have the power to declare war. Why
and by what right did Congress give up the
powers? I think this was a grave mistake.
If we had reason to be at war in Vietham
and we had o declaration of war by the Con-
#ress, I would be behind this action 100 per-
cent.  The way it stands, I'm against the
avministration’s policy and I believe we
should get out of there fast. Pick the most
honorable way and get out and stay out.
Because we don't like the Communist way of
life, does this give us the right to force our
Wwiys on an alien people?

Well I've had my little say. I feel better
ard I share your views in every respect.

Sincerely yours,
WrntaMm J. BAGLEY.

GROSSE PoIrNT, MICH.,
February 16, 1966.
Senator WAYNE Morse,
The Capitol,
Wushington, D.C.

IEAL SENATOR MorsE: It is quite impos-
sible to find words with which to thank you
for the efforts you are making to bring peace
Lo Vietnam and by thus doing avert a world
holocaust.

{ am one of the Innumerable people in the
country who helieves that we have no right
to interfere with the internal affairs of
Virtnam.

"We are regarded as cruel transgressors by
most of the peoples of the world and cer-
tainly by our friends in the Far East.

1n spite of the money we are spending to
help people and win friends throughout the
world, our image grows steadily uglier.

We are praying for your continued health
and strength.

Ciratelully yours,
Jva 1K, WILLMORE.
SanTa CrUZ. CALTF,,
February 15, 1966.
Seuator Wavnm MORSE,
.5 Senate,
Washington, D.C.

1har SIR: Our sister State of Oregon may
well be proud to have a man of your caliber
and far-secing vislon as a Senator. I have,
for a long time, admired and applauded your
courage in taking the stand that you have
faken in the matter of the war in Vietnam,
ana at this time I am writing to express my
sentiments. T am wholly in agreement with
your views in this matter, and I am sure that
millions of other Americans are likewise in
sgreement  with  you. Unfortunately, we
were never consulted, yet the lives of all of
us, nnd the preservation of our country and
Lhis entire civilization may well be in danger
unlnss this action is stopped before it goes
too far.

I cunnot see any justifiable reason why
ihis country ever intruded into another
country’s internal affairs in the first place.
We had not been attacked. This was a civil
war in a country thousands of miles away.
It was then stated that we would act only
in an “advisory” capacity, with some eco-
nomic aid, as needed. Then came the first
hombing of Vietnam, which led to an ever-
increasing  aerial  warfare—more troops
sent—and every time this belligerent involve-
ment 1s intensifieq still further the danger
Lo ail of us Is intensified in the same ratio.
T huave written two letters of protest to the
President in the past year. Both were ac~
knowledged by someone in the State Depart-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

ment, snd brochures were enclosed which
simply Justified the action in Vietnam. So,
obvious:y, writing letters of protest does not
change one thing., The President offered
“unconditional negotiations” in :: speech last
year, but even while making that speech the
bombing of North Viernam continued, and
more troops were sent over-—a direct contra-
diction to any offer of “‘unconditional nego-
tiations” It is quite understandable why,
in the Iace of such actions, North Vietnam
rejected the offer as being “Insincere.” How
could they think otherwise? I that offer
had been backed up by a cessaticn of hostili-
ties, showing that we really neant it—it
might have been believed. One cannot offer
peace, while continuing to build a war ma-
chine, and expect to be believed. The recent
“peace cilensive” wag almost certain to fail
for that same reason. ‘*“‘Actions speak louder
than words.” We cannot, in all ifairness, ex-
peet North Vietnam to make all the conces-
slons while we make none at all. There has
to be a spirit of “give and take” in any nego-
tintions if they are to succeed.

This cwuntry has brought criticism upon
ltself from all over the world hecause of
these actions in Vietnam. If otheor countries
were to send their armics over here to inter-
fere in an internal eivil war in cur country,
we would certainly resent their actions as be-
ing acts of aggression, and tha: is exactly
what we are doing in Vietnam. The United
Nations has pleaded for a cessation of hos-
lilities, but, again, statements have been
made that we are seeking peacs, while we
continue to enlarge our war effort. We are
certainly not adding. to our prestige in the
world by these actions. Mere words, with-
out appropriate action to back up those
words, are not enough.

I wm a Democrat. I voted for President
Johnson because I firn:ly believed that he
would keep us out of war. I am sure that
millions of other Americans who voted for
him, did so with the same belief. Al of
us have been shocked. We hoprd that he
would follow in the footsteps of P D.R., and
T am sure that if F.D.R. were with us today
we would nct be in tais precarious situ-
ation. Tinder his masterful leaclership the
keginning of friendly relationship with Rus-
sia was made, and if this had bren carried
on, with tact and diplomacy, our two coun-
tries might be working together in a com-
bined veature in the exploration of outer
space—a venture bringing tremetldous con-
tributions to the world of science, and to
mankind, Instead, that friendshin has been
allowed to suffer because our actions have
aroused suspicion of what our real inten-
tions may be.

This is too dangerous a time tc take risks
that could involve the total destruction of
the world. Surely Vietnam is not worth
that. If this war is enlarged and expanded
enough to eventually bring Communist
China invo it, then our entire civillzation
is doomed to annihilation in an ail-out nu-
clear war. Is Vietnam worth thatl?

Unfortunately, the matter h:us already
been allowed %o go so far that a withdrawal
now would be taken as a ‘“loss of face,” but
certainly a “lcss of face” is far proferable to
the risk of all-out war that would cost mil-
lions of innocent lives, and destroy all of us.
Other countries did not rush int: Vietnam
with armies and airerals, so whv did this
country alone choose to do so? Tt was not
our busin~ss, at any time—and it is not our
business now.

I congratulate you on your courageous
stand, Senator Morse, and it is mv fervent
hope and prayer that the present iiobates in
the Senats will result I finding a way to
halt this dreadful thing befare it goes any
further. Surely peace can only be achieved
by honestly working toward peace, not by
armies or hombs while talking aboul wanting
peace. May God direct vou to find the an-
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swer—before it is too late. This country
needs men like you, and never niore keenly
than at a time such as this.
Very truly yours,
RosaLIE C. TEMPEST.
Iura, Miss.,
February 20, 1966.

Hon. WaAYNE MORSE,
U.8. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

DEear SENATOR MORSE: Thank God you are
still in Washington to speak out against the
war in Vietnam. I sincerely hope that you
and the other men who are against it can
do something in time to save us from world
war IIX.

For years I have admired the way you
spoke out for what you believed, und I have
been grateful for your presence in our law-
making department. If only thers were more
like you there, maybe we could live in a more
relaxed manner and without that constant
fear of an atomic war.

Usually I am among those waell-meaning
people who sit back and hope that some-
body else will speak out for the right things—
but this time I just had to let you know
how much both my husband and I ap-
preciate you.

Sincerely yours,
Mary 13. Davrs,
PITTSFILLD, MASS.,
February 20, 1966.

Drar SENATOR MoORSE: The American peo-
ple owe you immeasurable gratitude for the
stand and courage you have taken against
the Johnson policy, in this unpopular war in
Vietnam, I wish there were more men of
your caliber in Washington,

Best wishes to you and Senator FULBRIGHT.

Very truly yours,
PETER FiANCESE.
LoNDON, ENCGLAND,
Fevbruary 18, 1966.
Senator WayNE MoORSE,
The Senate,
Washington, D.C.

My Drar Sir: I am an American living
abroad who ccased to suffer fram the op-
pressive anti-Communist atmosphere that
is polsoning America in 1954, but I have
never ceased protesting, for the sake of the
whole world, against American forcign policy.

On Sunday, my family and I, supporters of
the Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament, are
jolning others in a silent vigil outside 10
Downing Street in an attempt to impress
upon Mr, Wilson our shame and disgust over
his Vietnam policy.

We watched on TV the other night Ken-
nan’s statements to the Foreign Relations
Committee and after you had asked Kennan
if any country voted democratically for a
Communist government, would we have the
right to interfere, my two sons got up and
cheered you and the older said to me: “Mom,
don’t ever allow yourself to be bitier about
America, not while it has men like Senator
Morse.” We were also pleased with Fur-
BRIGHT and considered Senator LauscHE a
McCarthyite figure who scemed to be in-
timidating Kennan to some degree.

I have seen a propaganda booklet issued
by the Hanol government with the men and
women who compose the Nationa! Libera-
tion Force and in my opinion, they are truly
representative of the people of all of Vietnam,
and they deserve the status of recognition a
any of the resistance groups held during the
war against the Nazis.

The crux of the whole tradegy is the
failure of the United States to accept the
legality of the Peiping government and to
permlit China’s entry into the U.N. It may be
too late where Peiping is concerncd, but we
here never give up hope for the UN. Let
there be two Chinas, but let us have peace.
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Please accept the sincerest thanks from our
family for your persistent efforts to give us
a better world and to restore America’s name
{0 the reputation it had before F.D.R.’s death.

with warm and affectionate good wishes,

Yours,
ROSLYN BALCOMBE.
'WHEELING, ILL., .
February 19, 1966.
- Hon. Senator WAYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate,
Wwashington, D.C.

Dear MR. Morse: As an Ex-Frenchman,
now an American citizen, who lived through
part of the Indochina war flasco, I wish to
congratulate you on your wise and courage-
ous stand on the South Vietnam issue.

Keep up the good work, Mr. MORSE, yOu are
on the right track.

Yours very truly,
F. F. VANDERMEERSCH,
ANAHEIM, CALIF.,
February 18, 1966,
Senator WayNE B. MoRSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: It occurs to me that
you might at present be getting a little mall
of the uncomplimentary sort. Having been
an admirer of yours for many, many years,
and not having apprised you of that fact, I
feel that thls would probably be a good time
to do so.

1 groatly respect your honesty, your intel-
ligence and your courage. I feel that you
stand firmly for the people and on the side
of history. I know that when the scores
are totaled, you will be one of the great
leaders of all time, I hope that Oregon re-
spects you—you are an honor to that State,

Your stand on Vietnam allows this Nation
to retain at least a little of its honor.

Stand firm and guard your health, God
bless you. We need you badly.

Very warmly yours,
Boep COHEN,

AvusaBLr Forrs, N.Y.,
February 21, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
U .S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR MORse: Permit me to as-
sure you, on the basis of what I know of
the American people and the widespread in-
terest that the televising of the Senate For-
elgn Relations Commitiee hearings has
aroused that the applause over a certain re-
mark of yours—though promptly and quite
properly suppressed—was echoed by perhaps
countless millions of Americans, as it was by
those of my own household.

If a few hundred million dollars of the
blllions we are spending killing people could
be devoted by the Government to the tele-
vising of all important congresslonal pro-
ceedings, it would be a great step toward
making ours a Government in fact of, by, and
for the people.

I am, sir,

Respectiully yours,
ROCKWELL KENT.
LuTsEH, MINN,,
February 17, 1966.
Senator WaYNE MORSE,

Dear SENATOR MomsE: Thank you, and
those others in our Congress for speaking
up with all your strength and courage
against the polley our President and those
whose advice he is following in regard to the
immoral and utterly unjustified war being
waged in southeast Asia.

To me, a disabled veteran of the Ralnbow
Division of World War I, it borders on an

almost unbelievable policy for our country .

and makes me fearful that the Armed Forces-
industrial complex has taken over the forelgn
policy of our Nation,
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May I urge you, and those who stand with
you to stand fast and be not discouraged
when criticlzed and called dlsloyal or near
traitors.

1 remember how that over 1,900 years ago,
someone who we profess to follow and use
as our ldeal, had to remind those working
with Him, that they would have said to them
and about them all manner of evil

May your strength not weaken nor your
courage fail.

Sincerely,
. Jay WHITSON,
New Yorx, N.Y.,
February 16, 1966.

Dear SenaTOR MoRSE: 'This 1s my first let-
ter to a Senator, and it is to express my great
admiration for you, and my sympathy with
your views on our Government’s war in Viet-
nem. Please add me to your statlstics. I am
24 years old, a professional cellist.

T hope many more people will speak out,
and if they don’t very quickly, that you will

not give up.

Yours sincerely,
HELEN HARBISON.

Los ANGELES, CALIF,,
February 18, 1966.
Hon. Wa¥NE MORSE,
U.S. Senator,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR Morse: I take this opportu-
nity of writing you and extending my appre-
clation for your gallant stand on the Viet-
nam war. I trust that you will continue your
fight, and I want you to know that there are
millions of Americans hoping you will con-
tinue to do so.

This mey not be a war to some people, but
1t is a big war for the boys who have to fight
it. I see no victory in sight when the same
policy is being used as in Korea. We do not
fight wars to bring people to the conference
table. That's nonsense. We fight wars to
win. We cannot win in southeast Asla for
many reasons. How can you feed 700 million
people 1f you subdue them militarily? What
kind of a stable government could you es-
tablish? What would you do if something
happened to Ky? How can you make the
oriental ever like the white man and vice
versa? Nationalism is too strong.

War only decldes who lives and who dies.
You do not fight a war on the enemies’ terms,
You go all out to win with the best weapons
and equipment possible which our Govern-
ment to date has not given our men.

My 19-year-old boy says that if he 18
drafted he will only be gun fodder, and he
does not want any part of Vietnam. He
would defend this country to the hilt if it
was In jeopardy, but he does not belleve in
what is taking place now in ‘Asla. What
would you advise him, Mr. MorsE, to do? I
would appreciate hearing from you on this.
It’'s too bad young men have to pay for the
mistakes of old men.

Again thanking you for your good efforts
and trusting I shall hear from you.

Sincerely, .
. K. F. SCHADE,
¥REEPORT, TEX.,
February 18, 1966.
Hon. Scnator WaYNE Monsg,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dpar SeNaTOR MorsE: Count me as an
American who repudiates the administra-
tion's policy on Vietnam,

Yours truly,
’ RoBERT BING.
DrrAwanrg, OHIO.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,

Dear Sir: I am writing to express my sup-

port of your position regarding the admin.

istration’s policy in Vietnam. Although the

attitude you have malntained be criticized
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and attacked by more vocal elements of the
cltizenry, rest assured that there are many
consclentious citizens who support your ef-
fort to investigate the problem in a demo-
cratic and open manner.
Sincerely,
CHARLENE DWYER.
ROCHESTER, N.Y.,
February 17, 1966.
Senator WaYNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR MORSE: Your comments and
those of Senator FULBrIGHT at the hearings
of the Foreign Relations Committee have
impressed me a great deal, I think you have
all of America thinking.

Sincerely,
AMELIA NUGENT.
TrEANECK, N.J.,
February 17, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DeAR SENATOR MoORsSE: I want you to know
that I support your efforts to secure peace
in Vietnam. Everything that you have sald
about the war there makes sense to me.

Sincerely yours,
AmyY HAUSNER,
‘WILMINGTON, DEL.,
February 19, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: We applaud your
courage and bravery in speaking out on the
war in Vietnam. We urge you to continue to
press for a peaceful settlement as soon as
possible.

Sincerely yours,
Epwarp R. KEARNS,
RUTH 8. KEARNS,
AmeEs, Iowa,
February 18, 1966,
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DeAR SENaTOR Morse: This is to tell you
how much I, and my family, appreclate your
efforts to end the war in Vietnam. You are
a true patriot, and I think I reflect the feel~
ings of most informed Americans when I say
that we are proud of you and grateful to
you. Keep up the good work.

Sincerely,
Davip E. METZLER.

San Francisco, CALIF.,
February 15, 1966,
Hon. SENATOR WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Drar SENATOR MORSE: Please know that my
wife and I applaud your courageous stand on
the Vietnam policy. Please keep up the good
work, sir.

We hope the Immorality of U.S. actions in
this area are not signs of the general decay
of morals and ethics in our society. It is not
always easy for a man to take an unpopular
stand on issues as you do many times. How-
ever, we believe in the honesty and integrity
of your convictions and stand behind you.

Sincerely,
LEWIS LITZKY.

DescanNso, CALIF,,
February 19, 1966.
Hon. SENATOR WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Drar SENATOR: As 8 pioneer Westerner (I
am one of seven generations who has lived
in San Diego County, and at present am the
oldest of four generations still living here;
with this introduction to the writer I must
heartily commend you for your most proper
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stand regards to this Vietnam war silly busi-
ness.

Henator STEPHEN Youne, a World War vet-
eran as I happen to be, expressed the true
situation in Vietnam.

We are surely in the wrong war at the
wrong place and the wrong time. I happened
to see your committee recently at Berkeley
via Westinghouse TV and then again yester-
day at my home here via XER TV, Tijuana,
Mexico. It was necessary for me to travel as
far as Kureka. Calif,, and back (1,800 miles).
T encountered quite a few folks in the 12 days
I was away and did not encounter a single
person who was in favor of us being in
Vietnam.

You, therefore, believe me, are not taking
the minority view and unless our Constitiu-
Lion is to be thrown overboard we should
have Congress declare war just as that fine
document provides.

With such deep roots in my beloved coun-
lry it inecludes Baker City. Oreg., in 1885
where my Uncle Elmer Holt was admitted
Lo the bar at the ripe age of 18,

Keep up your strength and don’t let them
get away with it.

Sincerely and with kind regards.
I2oY ARTHUR SILVA.

Procror, MINN.,
rebruary 17, 1966,
lion. SENATOR WAYNE MORSE,
17.8. Senate,
Washingion, D.C.

IDEap Hown. SrNaTor MorseE: T wish to
express once agrRin my gratitude for your
appearances and your stand on Vietnam.
Your wunruffled countenance during the
hearings are very confident to watch, be-
sides the clarity of your position you have
outlined.

I applaud you.

Hincerely,
Puayrras LA®ELT.
LaxwwooDp, QHIO,
February 17, 1966,
Senator WavynNe MORSE,
sSenate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Duar SenaTorR MorsE: You have heen
wonderful on the TV hearings this past few
days. Our entire family thinks so.

This quotation from Isinh which Presi-
dent Johhson guotes so often has me con.-
cerned.

Isaiah 1: 18-19: “Come now, and let us
reason together. * * * If ye he willing and
obedlent, ye shall eat the pood of the land.
But if ye refuse and rebel, ye shall be
devoured with the sword.”

I wish we had many more men like you in
the Senate.

Sincerely yours,
BurNict OLIPHANT.
HaN FraNcisco, CALIF,,
February 18, 1966.
Senotor WaAvYNE L. MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Weashington, D.C.

Drar SENator Morse: How we rejoice that
we have such a great man living in our coun-
try today. Your courageous stand In this
Lime of national crisis gives us hope indeed
for the future of our country and the world.

With deepest appreciation, T am,

Sincerely.
Mrs. NorMa GROSSENBACHER.
AUBURNDALFR, MASSs.,
February 17, 1966.
Senator Wavwne MORSE,
U.8. Senate,
Wasirington, D.C.

Drar SEnaTorR Morse: T agrea completely
with your statements on the Vietnam war.
You and some of your fellow senators who
share your view, seem to be the only sane
force in Washington these days.

The committee hearings are a wonderful
public service. I believe the American
public is not full aware of where this
dangerous policy of President Juhnson can
lead and what disastrous events might take
place unless caution is exercised.

Thank you for being such a concerned
and dedicated public scrvant.

Mrs. T. R. MERRITT.
Nrew York, N.Y.

Drar SENATOR Monse: I would like to cone
vey my support of the investigations which
you are conclucting. And also to let you
know that I am in agreement with your plan
to resolve this conilict in the United Natio_s.

Very truly yours,
Joa:r BRUCK,
CLEVELAND, (YHIO,
Fetruary 18, 1966.

HON. ErNATOR WaynE Morse: You are a
great man. I can’t find the preper words
to express myself, how I feel and how I
honor yen for your wonderful work and
words for us people—our men, husbands,
and sons.

I will always honor you.

Mrs, Mirnr: KOKAT.

CHICAGO, TL.,

February 19, 1966.
Senator Waywnz Morss,

Senate Ofice Building,
Washington, D.C.

Desr Sewator Morse: Just a note to urge
you to redouble your courageous efforts to
terminate the conflict in South Vistnam and
bring our fine young American men back
home.

Sincerely,
iRORGE E. LEMIRE.
Prymours, MicH,,
February 15, 1966.
Senator WavNe Morse,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR MoOrsE: I wish to £Xpress my
appreciation for your courageous and tireless
work for a more reasonable policy by our
Government in the Vietnam prohlem.

If you have any recommendations as to
what an individual can do to help promote
a less aggressive attitude by our Government,
please let me know. I am willing to devote
time and energy in the interest of stopping
the senseless killing, but I don't know what
to do.

Thank you for devoting your time and
energy in behalf of peace.

Very truly yours,
Bruce B. SrraTLING.
TNGLEWOOD, CALIF.,
February 12, 1966.
Senator WavNm MoRrsE,
U.S. Senat=,
Washingtcn, D.C.

Dear SENATOR MORSE: We are wriling to en-
courage you in your atiempt to enlighten
the public on the true state of affairs in
Vietnam and to bring an end to the hostili-
ties there. ‘The majority cpinion in the
United States today seerns to be that our
presence in Vietnam is jusitified because there
has been Communist aggression I'rom the
north. Wz feel, however, that tlic United
States especially in support of the Diem re-
gime, has also committed aggreasion. We
realize that owr Government finds itself in a
touchy situation, that i has a “tiger by the
tail,” so to speak, but we are convi aced that
no further good can come from prolonging
the present tragic state of affairs. We urge
our Representstives in Washington to de-
mand that negotiations with the Vietcong
and the North Vietnamese be commrnced im-
mediately, before the United Stales is ir-
reversibly committed to further itrocities.

Sinesrely yours,
RICHARD HAROLD JOHNSON.
ANMA VAN ROAPHARST JOIINSON.
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NorMmar, ILL.,
February 14, 1663,
Hon. WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washingion, D.C.

DEar Smm: Please be advised that T sup;izort
you wholeheartedly in your stand « gainst our
present Vietnam policies. They are immaor:l,
impractical, and shortsighted. A country
such as ours is capable of solving these prob-
lems in a more intelligent raanrner,

Sincerely yours,
Dare E. BIRK 6NIOLZ.

PaACIFIc PALISADES, CaLIr.,
February 10, 19865,
DEAR SENATOR MORSE: We feel that the so-
called confusion of the American public
may be due to lack of a responsible spokes-
man of views which many have privately
come to. May we offer the committee and
yourself congratulations for your coura geous
efforts to bring notice to the American peo-
ple of the dangers of our present position in
Vietnam.
We urge inmimediate steps to liquidate our
commitments in Vietnam.
Sincerely,
FRANCEs T'. WILLIAM .
BYRON D. WILLIAMS.
JupIre J. WILLIAMS.

SEBASTOPOL, CALIF.,
February 12, 1966.
DEearR SENATOR MORSE: We comniend you
for your forthright criticism of the foreign
policy of the Johnson administration includ-
ing Vietnam and the Dominican Republie.
We urge you and the Foreign Relations
Committee to continue investigations and
public hearings into every area of foreign
affairs of the executive branch including
that latest sideshow, the Honolulu confer-
ence.
‘We hope for a new foreign policy in which
military force is not an instrument.
Give em hell.
Best regards,
JoHN and ArMa DURR.

SANTA RosA, CALIF.,
February 13, 1966.
Mr. WayNE MORSE,
Senate Building,
Weashington, D.C.

DrAR SENATOR MoORSE: Count me as being
In full agreement with your views on Viet-
nam made before the Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee. Views, substantiated by
experts as former Ambassador George F. Ken-
nan and General Gavin,

Thank you for belng one of few Senators
unafrald to speak out on behalf of logic in o
raisguided America.

This country wag founded out of revolu-
tion. History refers to it as the shot heard
around the world. For 190 years we have
been the envy and aspiration of every back-
ward nation. Instead of holding out our
hand in help to others trying to achleve our
way of life, we find ourselves denying them
our very heritage, the right of free people
to form governments of their own choosing.
This country is following an asinine foreiyn
policy in Vietnam and especially in the
Dominican Republic and the tragedy of it
is that young American boys are dying in its
futile support.

Sincerely yours,
Divo J. Girossr.

NorwaLK, CONN.,
February 17, 1966.
Hon, WAYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: In closely following
the deliberations of the Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee, I am extremely pleased
with the stand you continue to take.

Please do not let up. For, if we continue
our present course in Vietnam-—both in the

Approved For Release 2005/07/13 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000400050007-6



- -

March 2, 1966

south, to try and bolster what appears to me
to be an unpopular Government, and in the
north, bombing daily a nation with whom
we are not at war—it will mean eventual
full-scale war with the Chinese, and 2 pos-
sible nuclear war with the Russians.

I have four boys, the oldest of whom Is
12; I don’t want to send them to Asia to
get their legs blown off, Nor do I want
my family to be destroyed—either instan-
taneously in a nuclear blast, or after a week
of radiation sickness.

Sincerely,
STEWART H, ROSS.

ELMHURST, N.Y.
February-17, 1966.
Senator WayNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate, 4
Washington, D.C.
Drar Sim: Let me be another to congratu-

late and commend you on your courageous ’

and patriotic position re Vietnam. As an
Air Force veteran of both World War II and
Korea, I am eager to lend concurrence and
encouragement to you since I have no ax
to grind, having served my country.

I certainly would not suggest to you any
arguments or courses to follow since I feel
you are much more than competent to pur-
sue these than I could ever be. However,
I must heartily commend you on the state-
ments made by you to General Gavin on the
above date.

You, as a U.S, Senator, permit me ‘to main-
tain confidence in the U.S. Congress. Please
continue to represent the people of this
country and do not fall prey to pressures
and plays for power.

I have remitted a copy of this letter to
President Johnson.

Sincerely,
VINCENT J, DEL GRECO.

Jackson HriceTs, N.Y.,
February 19, 1966.
Drar SENATOR MorsSE: Thank you, indeed,
for putting General Taylor in his place. It
1s a pleasure to hear, in these times, one
clear Amerlcan voice.
Thank you, Senator.
Very sincerely,
DoroTHY HANLEY.

.

THIEF RIVER PaLrs, MINN,
February 19, 1966.
U.S. Senator WAYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C. .

Drar SEnATOR: I have been listening to the
hearings before the Senate Forelgn Relations
Committee during the last day or two as they
came in over TV, and I want to commend
you for your efforts, and to thank you for
the stand you are taking.

Congress only has the real power to declare
war, but in spite of this we are now engaged
in a full-scale war in Vietnam. I read the
newspapers quite carefully, and I want to
say-that in my opinion the resolution of Au-
gust 1964 was never intended to authorize a
war. The people, in general, did not under-
stand 1t, and it was slipped through Congress,
without any full understanding of how 1%
could be used. The President and his advis-
ers are using this resolution for a purpose for
which i1t was never intended.

I hope you can get a few Members of Con-
gress to back you up so that we can find out
just where the Senators stand, You may not
win, but it is Interesting to know just where
our Senators stand. As Dean Rusk sald,
“Let the people know where the Senate
stands.” Let’s have a vote on your resolution
to rescind.

The President may be Commander in Chilef
of the Army, but Congress holds the purse
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strings, But if you do not appropriate the
money, he will have to limit the war.

It seems to me that we have no business In
Vietnam, 10,000 milles away from home. In-
stead of sending our boys to the fighting
front to fight and die, let us get them back
home. That 15 the only way to back them
up and protect them. There is no reason why
we should play the role of world pollceman.

Supposing we do blast and bomb Vietnam
to pleces, then what have we accomplished,
How long are we golng to stay there—5 years, -
10 years, 25 years, etc.? China Is still there
right alongside. Are we golng to stay there
indefinitely and spend the American taxpay-
ers’ money? This ls our third world war away
from home.

T listened to Geeneral Taylor and Dean Rusk.
Their testimony was highly evasive. They
did not want to tell anything to hurt the
administration In any way.

It 1s my opinlon that President Johnson
and his advisers are leading our country and
our people on the road to ruin and destruc-
tion. We have adopted Goldwater's policles,

"and the Republicans are laughing up their

sleeves. You will hear a lot about this in the
1966 campaign, and much more in 1968.
You may use this letter In any way you
think helpful.
Yours very truly,
H. O. BERVE.
HernaMm, Pa,,
February 18, 1966.
Senator WayNE MORSE.

DeAR SENATOR: I am not a man of words
so I will not be able to express myself and
my feellngs as I ‘'would like to. Iam just one
of the millions of American workingmen and
taxpayers.

This week I lost time from work to listen
to the debate from Washington and I wish
I would have lost more so I could have heard
it all.

This week I think you have proven your-
gelf one of the preatest men of our time. I
wish I could have been there to applaud your
every word.

It will take many more Senators like you
to keep our country from falling into the
hands of the military, which road it 1s on
for the past several years.

The American people are as easily lead as
the Germans, which I find hard to believe,
Your road to peace is not an easy one. You
will have to fight with no letup but I believe
you will win. Clear-thinking people are be-
hind you tooth and nail.

I only wish that Premier Ky would have
been at the hearings so you could have
shown the American people the stupid ass
that our Government 1s forcing on the peo-
ple of South Vietnam.

My wife and I have always regarded you
with great respect and our finest wish and
prayer for you is a long, healthy, and happy
life.

-
{

Sincerely, :
- ALviN N, IRWIN and VERA.

Dosss FERRY, N.Y.,
February 22, 1966,

Hon. WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.
My DEarR SENATOR MORSE: Bravo and God
bless you for the good fight you are waging
to air this bad stew in Vietnam. We who
supported the Johnson administration for
1ts peace platform are appalled by the esca-
lation of this terrible civil war into an in-
ternational tragedy.

Please know that you have the profound
gratitude and support from citizens in every
part of the United States.

Sincerely,
FLORENCE ZINER,

}{11%13 &!ﬁ{BD_EGng4148R000400050007-6
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SupBURY, Mass,,
Februory 18, 1966.

DeAR SENATOR MORSE: It is most hearten-
ing to hear reported on television what your
views are concerning the war in Vietnam.
I have been so completely disillusioned—by
the man for whom I voted in the last elec-
tlon, our President.

Let's hope that the Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee may continue to question
our policies In Vietnam before the general
publie.

The thing that fascinates me is the fact
that the news media’s choice in reporting,
points up your questioning of those who ap-
pear before the committee.

I have been your greatest admirer for many
years and only wish that there were many
more like you.

Sincerely,
Mrs. F. P. MORRISON.
Las Cruces, N. MEX.,
February 16, 1966,
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DeArR SENATOR MORsSE: I am writing to in-
form you that I am in accord with the posi-
tion you have taken as concerns Vietnam. I
beleve 1t is imperative that a cease-fire com-
mence immediately so that we might nego-
tlate with Hanol, and more importantly, with
the NL.F., I also believe we must uphold the
Geneva accords 1If we are to achieve peace in
Vietnam. In the name of humanity and
“practical politics,” I urge you 1o continue
the fight for peace.

Sincerely yours,
TroMAas D. R. MacNAIR.

NeEw York, N.Y.,
February 18, 1966.
Senator Wayne MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

My DEar SENATOR MORSE: I'm a Negro, 65

years old. I'm a veteran of military service
with the 10th U.S. Cavalry on the Mexican
border in 1920 and 1921, I also served with
a quartermester battalion of the 2d Army
during World War II. I'm proud to say I was
honorably discharged after these periods of
military service.
. After constantly watching television pro-
grams, listening to the radlo, and reading
newspaper reports, I'm offering you my heart-
iest congratulations and pledging to support
you during you most worthy effort to prevent
our beloved country from becoming involved
in ah unnecessary world war.

This country never has been more in need
of men and women with your courage, fore-
sight, and ability., You are one of the few
Members of Congress who seem to really
know how to recognize and talk to war-
mongering statesmen and militarists. More
power to you while so doing. Loyal and
peace-loving Americans are desperately de-
pending on you, Senator MORSE, to carry on
your campaign for good will among nations
and a permanently peaceful world. May you
contlnue to serve your constituents well, and
may almighty God forever guide and bless
you.

Sincerely yours,
EUGENE D, JORNSON.

LA JorLra, CALIF.,
February 16, 1966.

Senator WayNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Desr SENATOR MoRsSE: I want to express my
whole-hearted approval of your committee’s
hearings on the U.S. policy in southeast Asia.
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I beg you to do everything possible to stop
this senseless war in which our standard-
bearer has publicly expressed his admiration
for Adolf Hitler.

Sincerely,
Tpwars A. MARSHALL,
HparTA, NI,

Feobruary 19, 1966.
ran SENAToR Momrsk: Congratulations on
your iine job of opening the public’s eye.
You are so right. At all the gatherings that
i attend, the conversation is “Why are we in
Vielnam, or why is the Government playing
politics instead of winning the war? Please
continue your good work. You have my full

SUpport.

a3 o Iather of two sons of draft age and a
veteran of World War IT, 28th Infantry Divi-
slon, the only thing that keeps our sanity,
my wite and I, is that some one like you
thinks of America first.

Yours truly,
f2nLrH ROBERTS.

Mrmrmas, TENN,,
february 21, 1966,
sSenator Wavne MORSE,
Congress, Washington, D.C.

Dear Sir: I support your opposition to the
illegal, undeclared war against the Vietnam-
456 people,

Acting as we have outside the procedures
of the United Nations has weakened both
shat organization and our own position.

T look forward to your speech in the Sen-
ate and hope it will bring some action from
the American people, a voice of protest ex-
pression that our Government will accept
meaningfully.

Sincerely,
{\RONARD ENGEL.

HBrouvx Faris, S. Dax.,
Fehruary 18, 1966,
Hon, Wavwr MoRsE,
i7.5. Senate, Old Senate Ofice Building,
Washington, D.C.

Sm: I have closely followed the hearings
which have been taking place regarding our
Vietnam policy. I firmly believe that these
hearings are extremely essential in bringing
before the American people the realities of
this senseless, brutal and illegal conflict,

I heartily support your courageous and res-
olute stand. May others be similarly en-
lightened before a nuclear holocaust de-
stroys mankind,

Very truly yours,
Wirriam P. ERICKSON.
NrwARK, DFL.,
februery 18, 1966.
ITon, Wayne MoRsy,
.8, Senate,
Washington, D.C.

My IEar SEnvaTor Morse: I would like to
express my support for your position on the
Foreign Relations Committee and thank you
for your most intelligent questioning of the
witnesses.

Yours truly,
HNowna M. ORGONEST.
PaLm DESERT, CALIF.,
February 21, 1966.
Henator WaynNe MoRsE,
Senate Building,
Washington, D.C.

D=mar Sewaton Morse: I wish to express
my heartfelt thanks for what you are doing.
Those of us who must look particularly to
the Senate for the courage, dedication, and
wisdom. to keep our country’s liberties, free-
dom of speech and traditional honor unim-
paired are fortunate to have men like you to
guard them.

Courageous, forthright men are all too rare.
May you have a long and distinguished carcer

in that small band. Hiztory proves that it i{s
always those few who must protect the many.
Most sincerely,
CYrIA H¥ NDERSON.

BInm<INGHAM. ALA.,
February 18, 1966,
Ion. Wav e MORSE,
U.S. Senute,
Washington, D.C.

Dran ExraTor Morse: May I tuke this op-
portunity to thank you for the service you
are rendering your country participating in
the debase or. the Vietnam war an o member
of the Foreign Relations Committee.

1, like most Americans I know. stand be-
hind our Armed Forces in Vietram who I
feel should have full moral, economic, and
arms support. I do not, however, support
the present and past foreign policy which has
80 tragically involved our country in this war.

‘With best wishes.

Gralefully yours,
Javio Ronerrs 111,

MENOMONEE FALLS, WIS..
February 19, 1966.
Hon, WavNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate,
Washingtor, D.C.

Dear SENaTOR Moxrse: We strongly support
your stand on the Vietnam war. We hope
you will continue to struggle to make your
viewpoint heard even though we realize that
you have been put in the position of receiv-
ing very wunpleasant opposition,

Very truly yours,
EopraT P. OVERS.
MarcerLa M. OVERS.

Tuieaco. TiL.,

webruary 23, 1966,

Trar SEnaTor: Thank the Alrmighty for
Senators such as you and J. Wirriam Ful-
BRIGHT; real Americans who are not afraid to
stand up and be counted. What can we do
to help? Keep up the good work.

HowARD E. SEVERE.

CHEVY CHASE, MD.,
February 27, 1966.

Dear SpvaTorR MORSE: We want to tell you
how grateful we are to you for all the work
you are doing to oppose the war in Vietnam,
and in fghting the large wur budget
demandec for this destructive purpose, with
all the sadness and grief it can cause.

Are we not, actually, intruders in Vietnam?
Are we properly protecting our own citizens
when we allow them to be drafte:l into the
jungles of Vietnam? We hope your influence
will be widespread.

With gratitude to you,
Navan and Stanwoon COBB.

EcriN AFB, I'tA.,
February 28, 1966.
Senator Wavnni Morsm,
Senate Office Building,
Washington. D.C.

Drar S T wanted to take this oppor-
tunity to applaud you for your stand on U.S.
involvement in an unconsstitutional and
futile war. Your courage as a public servant
in expressing dissent has heen very hearten-
ing to me and I urge you to continue in the
future as you have in the past.

In addision, your stand against “govern-
ment by secrecy” is a view which should be
pursued vigorously. Too long have decisions
affecting all Americans been made by some
public officials without their taking into
consideration what many of us really do
think and without the Americin people
knowing what was happening wuntil after
some action had already been trken: le.,
Vietnam.
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I will eagerly be reading your comments
and following debates in which you are in-
volved. With a person such as vou, I feel
sanity can ye: prevail.

Thank you for reading my comments.

Respectfully yours,
Hagrris G. KrRaHAM,
Licutenant. USAF.
MuNcIE, IND.,
February 22, 1966.

Dear SeEnaTorR Morse: I am entirely in
sympathy with the stand you took at the
hearings.

To surrender forcign policy derisions to
Johnson, Rusk, and McNamara would be a
big mistake.

Sincercly yours,
RoYAL J. MORSFEY.

CHULA VisTA, CALIF.,
February 2. 1966,
Hon. Senator WayNE MORSE,
Senate Building,
Washington, D.C. X

Sir: You are to be commended in advo-
cating to rescind the joint resolution of
August 1964 and your stand on debate of our
Vietham policy. We rely on you as our rep-
resentative of the people to bring out the
true facts, at least as much as possible, and
in this way perhaps control the power of Lhe
few.

Many of us understand how the consensts
of a nation is obtained through a control of
information and disguising of facts so that
the majority of the people are in no position
to judge or recomend action (granted that
this is supposedly done for cur best inter-
ests), so we do and must count on the rep-
resentatives of the people to act for us nnd
to obtain these facts and truths as was in-
tended. (Or is Congress swayed in the same
way by distorted facts, censured information,
lack of interest, and fear?)

Perhaps the better policy would be to Lake
into consideration that negotiations should
take place with all political clements repre-
sented. In disagreement with Mr. Rusk,
why not the Buddhists and the Catholics, as
well as the Vietcong? Vietnam should be
treated as a whole, not as a North and a
South. Where did we lose sight of this?

I am sure you have the support of many,
and our hope must be that this hearing wil
lead to a change in our policy in Vietnam,
making it more realistic, more universal,
more humane.

Very truly yours,
MARTA H. PORTLR.
WINNFIELD, F.A.,

February 2.1, 1964,
Senator Wayne Monsk,

Senate Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Sir: My personal thanks for your
stand on the war in Vietnam.

This part of the “grass roots of Americi’®
seems to be generally in favor of an escalated
war up to and including the bombing of
Peiping with nuclear weapons, if recessary.

I am not a native of Louisiana. However,
I am now a registered voter here. I shall do
my best to keep informed, so as to vote as
intelligently as possible, and wherever T can,
I shall speak out against this war in Vietnam.

In the meantime my thanks to you for
doing your thankless task and miy ecom-
mendations to you for your couragecus stand
in this matter.

Yours truly,
Mrs. WiLLo L. CURRIER.

Los ANGELES, Calir.,
Februury 23, 1966.
DEean SENATOR MoRSE: Please keep up your
good and vital fight against the administra-
tion's war policy in Vietnam.
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vour excellent stand is winning more and
more support and will force a change for
peace.

Your gallant devotion to truth and justice
is a rare example nowadays, and much
admired.

Sincerely yours,
NinA @nd MORRIS INDMAN.

DENVER, COLO.,
February 22, 1966,

Hon. WayNE MorseE: My wife and I are
definitely opposed to the administration’s
policy in Vietnam, We are In full accord
with your stand.

It is about tlme we quit murdering our
boys in Vietnam, and if it is a war why
doesn’t the TUnited States declare war on
Vietnam?

Hoping you will give your full support and
consideration in stopping to send our boys
to Vietnam.

With warm and kindest regards, I remain.

- Sincerely yours,
RoGER HAHN,
ProvIDENCE, R.L.,
February 22, 1966.
Hon., WAYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate,
- Washington, D.C.

Drar Sin: T want to express my sincere ap-
preciation for the consclentious and articu-
late stand you have taken in challenging the

administration’s handling of the Vietnam.

situation. Although I can claim no expert
knowledge In southeast Asia, I know from
research and active participation in Latin
America that the current stand of the United
States is objectionable and untenable. Fur-
thermore, I resent the wholesale use of de-
ception on the American people, and the un-~
warranted assertion that we must police the
world, even without a congressional man-
date.

It seems of the utmost importance that
(1) the public be made aware of the du-
plicity of the administration in this in-
stance; (2) the Congress engage in & rational
debate to clarify legal and moral lssues at
stake; (3) every possible avenue to negotia-
tlon be explored by the United States, with-
out the imposition of unreallstic prerequi-
sites or the exclusion of any interested
partles; (4) the United Natlons, a Geneva
convention, or any other international group
which is willing to collaborate in promoting
meaningful mediation be given every en-
couragement to do so, with the expectation
that the United States would take advan-
tage of any opportunity so offered.

Please accept my thanks for the Kkey role
which- you have played in dramatizing the
fact that we are now engaged In an illegal
war, that we can never hope for victory in
the traditional sense, that the democratie
process 1s being serlously eroded at home,
and that our posture before the world 1s

inconsistent and dangerous in many respects.

Sincerely yours,
DwicHT B. HEATH.

Saw FrRaNCISCO, CALIF.,
February 20, 1966.
Hon. Senator WAYNE MORSE,
sm: I support your attitude toward Viet-
nam.
Sincerely,
CLavDE E, EMERY, M.D.

SEATTLE, WASH.,
February 20, 1966.
Senator WayNE MORSE,
Senate Foreign Relations Commitiee,
Washington, D.C. . :

Dear Sie: I have just listened to your
committee TV broadcasts, and thank God
or the Divine Force for allowing such a
man as you, who is not afrald to stick by
his convictions—his love for the lives of hlis
fellow man. Senhator FULBRIGHT too is to

be congratulated and CHURCH of Idaho, It

takes the wideopen spaces to widen men’s

minds.

T happen to be an older woman and the
longer I live, I'm shocked and grieved at the
present happenings in this world of ours. 1
certainly wish you continued success.

Sincerely,
A, Erra RILEY,

FEBRUARY 21, 1966,
senator WayNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR Morse: I want to thank you
for the courage and Integrity you have dis-
played in bringing before the American
people an open discussion on the problem
of Vietnam.,

T believe as you do, that when they know
the facts they will refuse to support present
policy there.

I beg you continue these hearings, bring-
ing in other witnesses, from the academic
sphere among others, who can add the weight
of thelr opinion to those already expressed.

Sincerely,
seymour C. PosT, M.D.

WHITTIER, CALIF.,
February 19, 1966.
Hon. WAYNE MORSE,
U. S. Senate,
Washington D.C.

DruarR SENATOR MorsE: I deeply admire your
courage and your devotion to truth. History
books of the future will have to report that
at least one volce In the Senate of the United
sStates of America kept insisting that the
policy of shooting first and asking questlons
later was not appropriate in international
affairs.

T felt, as you did, that Secretary of Defense
McNamara ought to appear before the Sen-
ate Forelgn Relations Committee prepared
to answer questions. Government by se-
crecy 1s mnot representative government.
Government of the people, by the people, for
the people, can survive many & storm so long
as dissent can be distinguished from dis-
loyalty. If & majority of us favor a danger-
ous policy, the minority must, at least, have
the privilege of saylng what they think.

All who belleve in truly representative
government owe you a debt of gratitude,

Sincerely, .
ROBERT L. MONTGOMERY.
FrusHING N.Y,
Hon, WAYNE MORSE,
U. §. Senate,
Washington D.C.

Dear SenaTOR MORSE: We wish to express
our thanks to you for your unfiinching devo-
tion to the cause of peace.

Please keep up your good work.

Very truly yours,
Mr. and Mrs. M. ALTSCHULER.

Saw Dieco, CaLIr,,
February 19, 1966.

Dear SENATOR Morse: I wish to express my
admiration for you regarding your views on
the U.S. involvement in Vietnam., During
the Senate Foreign Relations Cominlttee
hearings you have expressed your feellngs
and criticlsms on the administration’s pol-
icy on Vietnam. I share your views on our
involvement with this war, and I applaud
your firm and forthright statements made
durlng the hearings. I also applaud Senator
FULBRIGHT and Senator GORE.

It disturbs me to hear the testimony of
many of the Natlon's top military experts
and other Government officlals stating that
they feel we should escalate the war and
press on to victory. I do not feel that there
is any victory to be obtained. The victory
and further escalation of the war appear to

me to be & waste of our country’s money, re=-

sources, and individual lives. It also appears

‘
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to me that the United States has no right
o intrude in another country's civil war.

I only wish that more people in this coun-
try shared your views, and that the United
States would disengage 1tself from this ter-
rible war while it is still within our power
to do so.

Sincerely,
Joan PavLu,
DuLuTH, MINN.,
February 22, 19686,
Hon. Senator WAYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Dean Sir: I wish to thank you for the
sensible stand you have taken in respect to
the involvement of our country in this Viet-
nam war.

I am sure that most of our citizens, who
are loyal to our country, feel that our Gov-
ernment has no business in sending our boys
over there to be butchered. It is absurd
to think that we as one nation, are going to
be able to put an end to aggression all over
the world, No country in history ever did
1t. As far as communism, we have plenty in
this hemisphere to combat and how about
Cuba off our shores? Let's look after United
States first.

Sincerely,
WiLriaMm E. WAKEFIELD,

New York, N.Y,
DeAR SENATOR MORSE: All Americans will
be the winners If your positions and those
of Senator FuLBRIGHT, 8§ volced late this
afternoon, become the one that are imple-
mented shortly.
Keep public hearings going as long as
possible for the sake of world peace.
Most sincerely,
MaxINE R. ARONS.

New York, N.Y.
February 22, 1966.
Senator W. MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DreAR SENATOR Morse: In writing to you I
am speaking for myself, my family, and for
almost all of my friends. We heartily en-
dorse your efforts to make the Vietnam war
an issue for public debate. Public policy and
war are too important to be left in the hands
of the military. Our people have been mis-
informed on the Vietndm situation and the
administration has been misadvised by pro-
fessionl soldiers and lobbyists. I am writ-
ing to let you know that your support ls far
greater than the press and the polls would
have the Natlon believe.

Very truly yours,
Jacos A. Arrow, M.D.
DusvQur,' Towa,
February 22, 1966.

Dear SENATOR MORSE: You are doing a
tremendous job of restoring dignity and re-
sponsibility to the Senatorial office and call-
ing the Executive to account for the disaster
we are headling for In Asla.

Needless to say, I agree that we must ex-
tricate ourselves from Vietnam as soon as
possible and try to establish communlications
with China,

Yours truly,
EpMUND DEMERS.
' YoNKERS, N.Y.,
. February 16, 1966.

Dear SENATOR Morse: I want to take this
time to again tell you that there are hun-
dreds of people that I have talked to in
complete accord with yours and many of the
other Senators views on the Vietnam flasco
caused against the will of the people of this
country. I have seen and heard all of your
hearings on television and have yet to see
how 1t 1s posstble for this country of ours
to be spending billions of dollars on this very
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untasteiul foreign policy supported by our
Precident, the killing of the young men of
Lhis country in a battle with absolutely no
purpose is inhuman, unjust, and should not
be permitted since it is definitely illegal from
its origin.

since we have bases located so strategleally
around China and Russia why is it so neces-
sury to Kill ourselves for a people who are
near uncivilized than I can think of? In
closing I would like to say that the people I
have talked to are in full support of vour
stand against this flasco we are being forced
into by the Government officials who will be
paid in full at the next election. Thank
Giod there are Senators like yourself elected
Lo oilice of this country who would really have
have us in dire straits.

Sincerely,
CrORGE CHIAVETTA,
-Gl

KaNsas Crry, Mo,
February 14, 1966.
Senator Waynr MORsE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington D.C.

Diar SEnaToR: Even though you and some
of your dissenting associates have been
described as being “blind to experience and
deaf to hope” (whatever that means) be
mindful of the fact that there are milllons
ol Americans who are privately, and some of
them publicly, cheering for all of you.

Jick Kennedy said, “The United Nations
1s our last best hope in a world where the
instruments of war far exceed the instru-
ments of peace” but, in view of the fact
Lhat we have violated and repudiated all of
the peacekeeping provisions of the charter,
many of us have come to the conclusion that
our “last best hope” is that small group of
dissenters (statesmen) in the Senate who
are willing to stand alone for decency and
sanity.

Wea are more than grateful and hope and
pray that none of you will be cowed by the
inane political blusterings being broadcast
by a President who has lost all perspective
(if I:e ever had any) and who is now living
in an era, created within his own distorted
imagination, entirely outside of history.

Yours truly,
Arcrz R. MaAULSBY.

BERKELEY, CALIF.,
February 15, 1966.
DEAR SENATOR MnRsSE: I admire your cour-
ape and iIntegrity in continually opposing
Johnson’s war in Vietnam. I strongly sup-
port you in urging the halting the bombing
of North Vietnam, the recognition of the
NILF, the reconvening of the Geneva con-
ference, and most recently your commit-
ment. to lead a fllibuster to stall the ap-
proval of appropriations for the war. I also
urge you to work for the defeat of the ap-
propriations, which would just be another
Bblank check for Johnson to continue this
bloody and senseless war.
U with you all the way.
Sincerely yours,
JERRY A. PETERSON.
fuckamor, N.Y.,
February 15, 1966.
DOrar SENATOR MORSE: Hitherto I eonfided
in President Johnson's abilities in the Viet-
nam situation, but since the Hawaii meet-
ings ( have lost hope in his competence. It
is my sad conclusion that his authority in
Vietnam should henceforth be rescinded.
Lives are sacrificed, a mation is destroyed,
and now truth is so distorted that words
have lost all meaning. In my conviction
faulty commitments have heen devised to
force us into provoked hostilities with China.
“he 1950 crossing of the 38th Korean
parallel and forced votes have voided the
United Nations of credibly respectable au-
thority in Asia. It is impossible to expect
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a sovereign country to come to negntiations—
unconditional at that—upon the sole uni-
Iateral aushority of the United States. Still,
until the Hawali meetings one could hope
that President Johnson’s true cesires for
pcace and a ketter world might hreak that
paradox.

That hope 15 dashed. Resumed bombing,
needless embarrassment of the TUnited
Nations, end now the hindshake:s with the
desperado Saigon generals and the Vice
President’s preposterous trip maskce it im-
probable that President Johnson can still
extricate himself from the tansole. Those
are gesturss aimed at internal idicsyncrasies
in our eountry. Internationally they are
worse thun irrelevant. India 1s starving.
We are on the threshold of ine:haustible
human tragedy.

We need at least the wordless truce attain-
able by cessation of bombing and retreat
intc defensible enclaves to protect politically
endangered Vietnamese minorities. Ulti-
mately the perverted Korea affair must be
wound up to restore internation organiza-
ticn to its authorized impartial runctions.

Evidence is abundant, the situation most
severe, and we pray for our dear President.
But it is urgent that his incompe .ent Viet-
nam power be now rescinded.

Yours very respectfully,
Jorn V. GuaoMaN,
WHrITrier, Car .,

February i, 1966.

SENATOR WAYNE MORSE,

Senior Senator From Oregon,

Senate Office Building,

Washington, D.C.

Dear SeNaTOR MorseE: I have nostponed
much too long to thank you for your stand
on Vietnam and for your constant, and often
solitary, fight for the preservaticn of our
constituticnal rights. I do so humbly thank
you now.

I have written to our Fresident today (as
well as to Senator FULBRIGHT and to the two
Senators from California} urging nhat they
follow your leadership in bringing the Viet-
nam situation to full debate on the floor of
the Senate.

Sincerely,
Faancis N, EVERETT.
Hdnonx, N Y,
February 15, 1966.
Senator WayNe MoORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Senaror Morsk: I wish to take this
opportunity to thank and praise yon on your
forthright stand on Vietham, Your and
Senator GNUENING’S long and loncly stand
from among the whole governmental estab-
lishment has been an act of herolsri. partic-
ularly in the light of administration pres-
sure and its manufactured “public »pinion.”
Of the wide section of pecple I come in con-
tact with. many of whom are complete
strangers, I find concern and fright over our
involvement, there.

If President Johnson renlly believes in the
Gieneva accords, peace and can very easily be
achieved, although a final gettlement over
the Jong run would take time. To accept
the accords would mean to withdraw all
troops immniedistely and concurrently dis-
mantle our bases there. At the same time
we should partake in negotiations with the
National Liverailion Front, the people we are
fighting. This may be considered by some as
loss of face, but it is better to lose face for
a short time than to lose cur national honor
for all time, much of which is already gone.

I heard you on CBS TV and radio in the
last 2 weeks. Your were excelient., I
would be greatly appreciative if ycu could
send me a copy of the document “Why Viet-
man” mentioned by Senator GRUEN(NG, and
the followirg: the State Departmert policy
information paper written in 1949, presented
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to the Senate Committees on Arnicd Serv-
ices and Foreign Relations in June 1951; the
Rand Corp, study commissioned by
the U.S. Air Force examining the reasons
why China entered the Korean war; the
Mansfield report; the latest economiic report
of the President.
Thank you very much, for
Keep up the good work.
Very truly yours,

cverything.

ALAN RresPLEN.

CORVALLIS, OREG.,
February 13, 1966.
Dear SEnaTOrR Morse: I am very unhappy
over my country’s foreign policy in Vietnam
and Santo Domingo. I am glad your elo-
quence is speaking for me so bravely.
Thank you most sincerely.
Hrtna MARIF SCIIROEDER.

CoRrvarLLIs, ORFG.,
February 1, 1966
Senator Waywe MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C. :
Desr SeEnaTOR MoRrse: Your position on
our Vietnam policy is to be commnended.
Jongratulations to you and to the other
members of the Foreign Relations Commit-
tee for presenting the issues to the public.
The testimony of General Gavin and par-
ticularly that of Ambassador Kennan eli-
cited by you and the other members of the
committee only confirmx the view that our
military involvement in Vietnam is a mon-
strous error, and that to increase that in-
volvement will be to compound the error.
Although you will, T am sure, persevere in
your course regardless of what your detrac-
tors will say, it may nevertheless be nearten-
ing to receive expressions of support.
Sincerely yours,
E. A, SCHROEDER.

JEWELL, OREG.,
February 14, 1966.
Senator WayNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR MoORsE: I wish to commend
you for your stand on Vietnam. You and
Senator FULBRIGHT are true Americans.

I have followed this war in Vietnam for a
long time. Things that you predicted, as
well as Walter Lippmann, have come true.
We need to be alert so that communism
doesn’t take hold here.

Have talked with several of my friends,
who have the same feeling. I again com-
mend you for your stand.

Very truly,
Mrs. H. E, Carnson,
PORTLAND, OREG.

DeaR SENATOR Morse: My wife and I are
extremely proud of your courageous stand
with respect to the Vietnamese crisis. If
ever the American people needed a tribune
to protect them from those who enrich
themselves at the expense of the weak, it is
today. Our fervent hope is that you and

your congressional companions do not
weaken under the pressure.
Sincerely.

PeTER J. DONANIUE,
CATHERINE A. DONALIUE,

CARMEL, CALIF.,
February 14. 1966.

Drar SENATOR MORSE: As hative Orcgon-
lans and graduates of the Unlversity in
Eugene, we want to tell you of our pride
in you the past week. You were wonderful
as you sald Just what so many of us wanted
you to say.

You may see by the clippings from today's
Chronlcle that folks out here are behind you
of the Senate Foreign Relations Commit-
tee.

Sincerely yours,
PAULINE (ORD.

Approved For Release 2005/07/13 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000400050007-6



D - -
2

March 2, 1966

MILTON-FREEWATER, OREG.,
February 26, 1966.

SENATOR MORSE: It 18 quite evident that you
have pertinent evidence that we should never
have taken the stand we did In Vietnam.
1t is another painful illustration in human
history of glving any group enough rope and
they will hang themselves.

We have been too preoccupied with foreign
communism and looking over the fence at
other people’s faults and problems that we
took too little cognizance of our own.

The handwriting was on the wall when
our own Government ald to our own back-
ward groups failed to achieve their purposes.
To compound the trouble with foreign
borders was deplorable and now we reach
a wretched end. We still hate to reach the
obvious conclusion that money cannot and

will not buy morality.
: ARDEN GAWITH.

JersEy Crry, N.J.,
February 21, 1966.
Hon. WAYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SemaTor: I wish to assure you of my
support—and that of many thinking people
I know—in your opposition to the Govern-
ment’s handiing of the South Vietnam
debacle. y

We feel that no American President has
a right to carry oh an undeclared full-fledged
war against any people or any nation in the
world, sacrificing needlessly American lives
and reducing this country’s economy and re-

" sources.

Any money allotted to the pursuit of this
war should Instead be used to improve edu-~
cation, eliminate poverty and slums, im-
prove health standards and reduce unem-
ployment in this country. Nations, such as
India, where famine is threatening, should
be supported and food supplles should be
shipped to them by this country. This is a
better way to combat communism because
people will favor a nation that feeds them
but will hate the one that trles to impose
an ideology upon them by killing them.

Sincerely yours,
FrED WETMORE,
CINCINNATY, OHIO,
February 19, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE.

Dearp SmR: You and your chairman, Mr.
WiLiam FULBRIGHT, have expressed my every
thought concerning the Vietnam war. I
was beginning to think all of Congress along
with our President had let the people of this
country down, but after hearing all your
speeches my falth in the men of our Gov-
ernment was renewed.

I firmly believe you should do everything
inh your power to enforce your ideas concern-
ing this situation. If we have broken the
Constitution and this war Is illegal, then
you should go over the President’s head and
stop it.

I voted for President Johmnson but if he
doesn't take constructive steps to bring this
Vietnam situation before the United Na-
tions and sincerely strive for a free election
in this area, I for one will not vote for him
again. .

Every night on the newscasts I hear how
many men we have killed In Vietnam., I'm
not proud of this figure, because I love life—
whether 'it's our side or the enemy. This
bragging reminds me of little children play-
ing with toy soldiers.

Tf our President would only stand up and
say he cares mote about America than any
other country in the world and that because
of this great love for us he was golng to take
immediate action to meet with our allies for
a solution, I'm sure he would be running
our country for some time. I just don't
know how Mr, McNamara -could advise any-
one when he didn’t even vote in this last
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election. Anyone who could convenlently
forget such an important responsibility
couldn't in my view, remember to do any-
thing constructive.

All of you received a standing ovatlon In
my home. My entire family agrees with you
and we would all like to know what we can
do to force the President to get out of Viet-
nam as graclously as the Russians left Cuba.

Sincerely,
Mrs. J. WRIGHT.

SaN FraNCIsCO, CALTF.,
February 18, 1966.
Hon. WAYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate,
washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR Morse: Your position as an
independent American has always been a
source of immense gratification to me, and
I wish there were more, llke you, In the
Senate.

Your opposition to the present Vietnam
procedure impels me to give you my views
in the matter.

Our country suffers under two beliefs that
ruin our chances of taking part in the es-
tablishment of a peaceful world, The first
of these 1s the delusion that the Commu-
nists are a single-minded, well-organized,
worldwlde, and united group of supermen.

This delusion 1s strengthened by our prac-
tice of classifylng anyone @8 & Communist,
who disagrees with us, and of tossing aside
any disagreeable movement, as “Commu-
nist inspired.”

Yot the communism of each Communist

country is different from that of all the
others, and they are all, and always will be
dictatorships.

This is easy to realize when we try to
imagine what the picture of Karl Marx 1s, In
the mind of an Albanian shepherd or &

~Cuban plantation hand. Marx, of course,

was utterly impractical, though somewhat
justified by the conditions in his time.

There was virtually no capitalism in czarist
Russia or imperial China, and most of what
is called communism 1is caused by, and 1s
a revolt against our second delusion.

This second American delusion i really
the greatest one, having the approval of
most of us, belng time-honored, and being
so familiar as to be taken for granted as per-
fectly proper and respectable., But 1t 1s to 1t
that we can turn account for most of the
misery of this world. .

This deluslon is: That & small group of
individuals can “own” the land of a country
and can collect the land rental from its in-
habitants. There is no shred of evidence or
trace of supporting argument that wiil
justify this firmly established practice,

vet we are In Vietnam, causing hideous
torture and deaths, and swilling out money
so direly needed here, helping to destroy
the world value of the American dollar, to
support a small, landowning class (among
whom is a large wealthy alien church) the
military, and a “‘government’” of which we are
totally ignorant.

These little orlental people have lived
along the Chinese border for centuries. They
do not think as we do. They do not act
1ike us. And we will never remould them.

The United States of Amerlca could, with
honor and dignity, request the Unlted Na-
tions, the Geneva Conference, or any dlsinter-
ested body, to conduct an electlon there, in
which the NFL or Vietcong would participate.

There is no question but that North and
South Vietnam would reunite and elect o
Chi Minh as their type of dictator, and go
on with their type of communism until they
tired of 1t. And you can be sure that Karl
Marx would not be able to recognize one slde
of It.

our alternative is to send a lot of young
Wayne Morses and Joe Thompsons down
there, from now on, to police the country,
keep the landowners in thelr privileged
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ascendency, and act as the “secular. arm” of
one church in its squabbles with another.
A third delusion is: That trouble can be
ended or corrected.by force of arms.
Respectfully submitted.
JosepH 8. THOMPSON.

Miamr, Fra., February 21, 1966.

Drar SExaTOR Mogse: I applaud your cour-
age to speak out against our involvement in
Vietnam.

Tt 1s men like you who make our Constitu-
tion a living truth,

Continue your questioning and probing.
We need men like you to “check and balance”
executive powers,

Very sincerly,
Mrs. HERBERT M. ROSE.

EasT NorTHFPORT, N.Y.,
February 20, 1966.
Hon, WAYNE MORSE, '
U.S. Senate,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C. .

DearR SIR: We would like, once more, to
commend your posltion as expressed in the
Senate Forelign Relations Committee hear-
ings on the war in Vietnam.

It 1s gratifying that the opposition-at-large
to this war, which has been slandered in
various ways, has been heard in the Senate
hearings through your articulate and docu-
mented statements and questions.

Respectfully yours,
NoRMAN THURAU.
LILIANE 'THURAU.
RexrForD, N.Y.,
February 22, 1966.

Dear SENATOR Morse: I would just like to
take the time to thank you for bringing the
facts to light with regard to our unfortunate
sltuation in Vietnam. You can be assured of
my backing as well as thousands of other
Americans who feel the same as you do. I be-
lieve we should get out and take care of our
own business first or surrender or make some
sort of a peace instead of wasting valuable
human lives and money. The added fact of a
war with Red China should add to this but
some say this is an impossibility. I justcan’t
understand why your views aren’t 100 percent
imposed on them, meaning of course, the
President and Congress.

All T can say is that I am behind you 100
percent and please continue your excellent
work., :

Yours truly,

GERALD M. OSWITT.

WHAT THE WAR IN VIETNAM IS
DOING TO EDUCATION IN ALASKA
(AS EVERYWHERE ELSE IN THE
UNITED STATES)

Mr. GDUENING. Mr. President, in
the last decade, public school enrollment
in Alaska has increased by 108 percent,
which ranks Alaska second in the Nation.
This means that public school enroll-
ment in Alaska is 68 percent greater than
the national median, which is a healthy
40 percent.

In the last 15 years, the Anchorage
Borough School District, which is the
largest school district in Alaska, has
grown by 700 percent. By 1970, it will
almost double itself again.

On a per capita basis, Alaska is
spending more for education than any
other State—spending almost double
the amount spent by Hawail, the next
ranked State. On a per capita basis, we
are making a greater revenue effort on
the State level than any other State—a
third more than New Mexico which ranks

Approved For Release 2005/07/13 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000400050007-6



Approved For Release 2005/07/13 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000400050007-6

4530

second in the Nation, and one-third of
our State budget for the next fiscal year
is going for education. We are proud
of our public schools, and have good
reason to be, for they are among the best
in the Nution. But they will not long
remain so, it the proposed administra-
live budget cuts in aid to schools in
Tederally impacted areas is carried out.

This is truer in Alaska than in any
other State. Why? Because 49 per-
cent—nearly half—of the students at-
tending public schools in Alaska are fed-
crally connected. No other State even
approaches this figure—Hawaii is next,
with slightly less than 30 percent,. and
all other States fall below 25 percent.

Admittedly, there are disparities in the
payments some school districts now re-
ceive under the impacted aid program,
and I agree that the Federal payments
to the school districts should more
ciearly reflect the actual burdens im-
posed by the federally connected child.
But, in this regard, payments cannot be
adjusted by across-the-board cuts, as
proposed by the administration, for it is
Lhe most heavily impacted areas that are
growing the fastest.

Alaska is making a diligent tax effort
Lo provide good schools. For instance,
the two largest school districts, Anchor-
age and Fairbanks, have a per pupil
bonded indebtedness of $1,251 and
$1,657, respectively. The Office of Edu-
cation compared these figures to those
of four west coast cities, chosen purely
al random. Seattle per-pupil bonded
indebtedness is only $604; Tacoma,
%552; Spokane, $705; San Diego, $630—
thus, in each case, Alaska’s burden is
double or more. As I have mentioned
vefore, one-third of the State budeet
rnoes for education-—we are building
#chools at an unprecedented rate, and
will continue to do so with all the re-
sources within our means, but the pro-
nosed cutbacks in impacted aid funds
will severely damage our efforts. Alag-
ka will lose about $4 million in
payments to school districts and another
half a million in construction funds. In
lerms of teachers, at an average salary
of $8,000—it would mean that we would
have to make do with 500 fewer teach-
ers—ithis we cannot afford—this money
must be restored to the 1967 budget.

Yesterday, Congress approved a $4.8
billion money bill to progecute a wholly
unnecessary war in southeast Asia—is it
not obvious that our Federal school aid
payments are going to be spent for
guns? This is but another of the bitter
fruits borne by the malignant weed of
war.

Alaska has Inong been considered to be
a potential giant among the States in
the richness of its undeveloped natural
resources—and the richest of all of these
resources is our youth—the youth that
will become tomorrow’s leaders. We
have both a duty and a responsibility to
cquip them with the best that is obtain-
able to insure competence in that future
leadership——competence that will en-
able them to avoid the tragic follies in
which we have become involved.

[s it not enough that we ask our
youth to bear the burden of fighting a
wholly unjustifiable war in Vietnam?

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

Must we also insisé that thkeir most
uniquely valuable asset—a good educa-
tion—be shortchanged?

Mr. MORSBE. I wish to thank the
Senator from Alaska. As he will see
as I proceed with my speecii on the
budget and educational needs, the ad-
ministration has made cuts not only in
impacted arca money, but in a good
many vital areas in the field of educa-
tion. In my judgment, this action is
tarnishing the whole image of the Great
Society and turning it into an empty,
meaningless, preachment,.

As far as the Senator from Oregon is
concerned, this administration is going
to have to advance proof that il has not
advanced in the President’s budget mes-
sage to justify the program of cutbacks
in this field. These cutbacks are, in
effect, stabs in the back of the educa-
tional forces of this country. I say to
the edueators, you had better be¢ on your
guard, bezause if the administration suc-
ceeds in getting its budget cuts sustained
in the Congress, the great propress we
have been accomplishing with the great
leap forward under President Kennedy
will be lost. .

Mr. GRUENING. Does the Senator
not feel that it is one of the most tragic
ironies in our history that, after the
magnificent legislative record of this ad-
ministration and this Congress in the
1st session of the 89th Congress, we are
now going to have all that undone?

Mr. MORSE. The fact is that the
whole program is rapidly become a
tragic irony.

THE BUDGET AND EDUCATIONAL
NEEDS

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President. I have
hesitated for some time in commenting
upon the budget for fiscal year 1967 with
respect to thie provisions made tlerein to
fund the wealth of legislation which has
been added in recent years to our statute
books. Acequate funding of our existing
laws aiding education is a problem which
deeply coricerns me as the chairman of
the Education Subcommittee of the Sen-
ate Committee on Labor and Publiec Wel-
fare. My subcommittee as it considered
eachr of the proposals had the responsi-
bility of recommending to the Senate
and to the Congress what, in our j udg-
ment, was the best suppert we could give
at that time to every facet of the Ameri-
can educational system from kinder-
garten through graduate school.

The dominant philosophy which has
underlain our efforts in this arca has
been to provide, either directly or indi-
rectly, for the needs, not of an admin-
istrative hierarchy, but rather for the
educational needs of our young citizens.
It was our hope that we could, through
each of our measures, help to ercet an
interlocking and interdependent system
of financial aids through which thc Fed-
eral Government could supplement, but
not supplant, the fundine of activities of
our public and private educational sys-
tems in the realm of higher education
and our public systems at the elementary
and secondary levels.

Thus, for example, we built upon the
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foundation of previous legislation such
as the National Defense Education Act
of 1958, Public Laws 815 and 874 of 1950,
the Smith-Hughes Act and other voca-
tional education aid measures going back
to 1917, as well as the great foundation
act for higher education in America
which was signed by President Lincoln,
in 1862, the Morrill Act. What we strove
to do in each instance was to build upon
the foundation of experience under older
statutes, new programs which were the
outgrowth of the old, and which, in our
judgment, complemented but did not
supplant the older laws. That this was
our intention, I think, was made abun-
dantly and explicitly clear in one in-
stance, which took place on Septimber 2,
1965, when in the course of making legis-
Iative history on the title IV insured loan
program of the Higher Education Act of
1965, I was asked by the distinguished
senior Senator from Texas [Mr. Yagr-
BOROUGH]I, wkether by the new authority
it was our intention that the guaranteed
loans by banks under title IV would in
any degree slow down or lessen our com-
mitment to the National Defense Educa-
tion Act title II direct loan program. As
set forth on page 21859 of the RECOrD
of that debate, my reply was as follows:

My answer to the question is (that) the
insured loan program set forth in the bill
does not in any way signal either an climina-~
tion of the National Defense Education Act
loan program under title IT or amend it by
weakening it in any respect.

I then went on to point out how the
direct loan program with its caneellation
features for teacher recruitment incen-
tive purposes distinguished it clearly
from other programs, and I concluded by
saying in the course of making this legis-
lative history:

The Senator has nothing to worry shout so
far as continuation of the National Defense
Education Act loan program is concerned.

The statement I made at that time was
my best understanding of the intent of
the committee and my thought as to the
intent of the administration.

I wish to say that that was the intent
of the administration at that time. We
worked closely with the adminisiration
and with its educational officials in the
Department of Health, Education, and
Welfare on that measure.

As will be seen shortly in my speccl,
I am utterly surprised, filled with amaze-
ment, and aghast that this administra-
tion, in my opinion, is walking out on
the commitment that I had the perfect
right to make as the spokesman for this
administration, as its manager on the
floor of the Senate, when the insured
loan program under title IV of the
Higher Educational Act of 1965 was
bassed in this body.

I am therefore somewhat shocked to
learn from page 428 of the appendix to
the budget for fiscal 1967 that the private
credit market is expected to supply loan
capital through guarantee programs, au-
thorized in the Higher Education Act of
1965, subsidized by the Federal Govern-
ment, to replace the $190 million author-
1zed in the title IT student loan provision
in the National Defense Education Act
of 1958.
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may involve a strengthening and dif-
fusion of higher education capacity for
research activity over the long run?

Second. Is the current general support
of American universities enabling addi-
tional universities to advance thelr ca-
pacity for research actlvity?

Third. What are the social and eco-
nomic effects of this concentration of re-
search and development programs?

These are questions of the greatest im-
portance to the Nation—to generations
ahead. They are by no means limited to
those people who now reside In these 12
States. They are by no means limited
to an area of 12 States which today pro-
duces 35 percent of the Nation’s manu-
factured goods with 28.6 percent of its
population. -

They are by no means limited to an
area of 12 States which today produces
34.4 percent of the Nation’s doctoral de-
grees from 28.6 percent of the Nation's
population.

. These questions must be answered to
give shape, and form, and balance to this
Nation's ‘future for all the years ahead.

I am sending to the desk a resolution
asking that an agency of Government
given the responsibility for appraising
our scientific resources make a study and
report to the Congress a feasible plan
for equitable direction of Federal re-
search and development funds. This
agency, the National Science Founda-

‘tion, was charged from inception to “ap-
praise the impact of research upon in-
dustrial development and upon the gen-
eral welfare.” It was further charged to
“strengthen basic research and educa-
tion in the sciences and to avoid undue
concentration of such research and edu-
cation.”

The 15th annual report of the Na-
tional Sclence Foundation gives further
and full recognition to this original man-
date in accepting the burden of science
resources planning and in the commend-
able statement prefacing that report by
its director, Leland J. Haworth,

I know so well, as a Member of this
body during all the postwar years of
the explosion of science, as a member of
this body’s Committee on Space, and
as & member of the Joint Committee on
Atomic Energy, that the solution does
not rest in simple arithmetic nor in per
capita distribution of research dollars.
Yet I know that, unless we find a formula
for a feasible and responsible distribu-
tion of a significant portion of those 15
to 20 billions spent annually in research,
we are vietims of a trend which soon will
escape reversal.

We will accept a population erosion
which will concentrate our talents, our
industries, and our people in narrow and
hopelessly conflned areas of this broad
and beautiful land,

I ask that the resolution which I now
gend to the desk remain there for 10
calendar days for cosponsorship.

"The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
resolution will be received and appro-
priately referred; and, without objec-
tion, will remain at the desk as requested.

The resolution (S. Res. 231) was re-
ferred to the Committee on Government
Operations, as follows:

S. REes. 231

Resolved, That the National Science Foun-
dation is requested to formulate and trans-
mit to the Congress at the earliest practicable
date its recommendations for such changes
In—

(1) the laws under which research and de-
velopment funds are granted, loaned, or oth-
erwise made available by departments or
agencies of the Government to Institutions
of higher learning for scientific or educa-
tlonal purposes; or

(2) the administration of such laws;

as may be necessary and desirable to provide
for a more equitable distribution of such
funds to all qualified institutions of higher
learning to avoid the concentration of such
activities in any geographical arca and to
ensure a continuing reservolr of sclentific and
teaching skills and capacities throughout the
several States.

VIETNAM AND RHODESIA

Mr. EASTLAND, Mr. President, Viet-
nam and Rhodesia. are half a world
apart. But there is a reason why we
should think of them together, in one
particular connection.

This is what I want to discuss for a
short time today.

In South Vietham we are fighting a
war to preserve the independence of that
little country.

Britain is waging an economic war
against Rhodesia to force that little
country, which only recently declared its
independence, to come back under Brit-
ish domination.

We are helping Britain in her Rhode~
slan struggle; but Britain Is not helping
us in South Vietnam. This epitomizes
our relationships, today, with many of
our allies. But since time 1s limited, I
shall confine my discussion today to the
United States and Vietnam, and Britain
and Rhodesia.

It has been said, and rightly said, that
this country has a commitment in South
Vietnam. But so does Britain have a
commitment.

The United Kingdom 1is ohe of the
eight signatories to the SEATO pact, and
has exactly the same obligations under
that paect that the United States has.
England’s interest in preserving South
Vietnam from engulfment by the Com-
munists should be as great as our own.

We should be able to count upon sub-
stantial help from England, in our efforts
to preserve the independence of South
Vietham, but we have not been getting
it and there is no prospect that we will
get it.

Yet Britain is getting our help in her
efforts to destroy the independence of
Rhodesia.

Just for background, let me portray’

the Rhodesian situation briefly.

Rhodesia declared its Independence
from Great Britain on November 11,
1965. Prime Minister Harold Wilson
immediately characterized the action as
“jllegal” and “treasonable.”

The declaration followed by slightly
more than a month the rejection by
Prime Minister Wilson of a demand by
Rhodeslan Prime Minister Tan D.
Smith—in Londen discussions October 4
to 8, 1965—for immediate independence
for the self-governing British possession.
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Rhodesia’s area is 153,330 square miles:
Her population is slightly over 4 million,
of which about 250,000 are white; about
1 white to each 15 blacks. The whites
presently control the Rhodesian Govern-
ment. Prime Minister Wilson declared
independence would not be granted un-
less Rhodesia expanded African repre-
sentation—now limited to 15 in the 65-
member legislature—to pave the way for
what he called true majority rule. .

Economic sanctions by Britain prompt-
1y followed the Rhodesian declaration of
independence. Rhodesian Prime Min-
ister Smith was suspended November 12
by Sir Humphrey Gibbs, the Queen’s rep-
resentative. Then on November 17,
Smith announced he had suspended

1bbs.

Britain also announced it would sus-
pend all aid to Rhodesia, ban exports to
Rhodesia, expel Rhodesia from the Ster-
ling area, ban purchases of tobacco and
sugar, and deny Rhodesia access to the
London money market. -

On November 12, 1965, the Security
Council of the United Nations by a vote
of 10 to 0, with France abstaining, called
on all nations to refrain from rendering
aid or recognition to what was termed
“this illegal racist minority regime in
Southern Rhodesia.”

The United States thereupon declared
an arms embargo on Rhodesia, an-
nounced it would discourage investment
or travel in the country, and canceled
Rhodesia’s sugar quota.

On December 18, 1965, the U.S. Gov-
ernment advised all its citizens to com-
ply with the British embargo on 0il ship-
ments to Rhodesia.

On December 28 the U.S. Department
of Commerce prohibited the export of
gasoline, kerosene, and other petroleum
products to Rhodesia, without a validated
export license, and announced that its
general policy would be to deny such
licenses.

The U.8. Governhment put pressure on
American manufacturers who purchase
raw materials from Rhodesia, and as a
result various imports from Rhodesia
have been discontinued. Imports of as-
bestos and lithium were discontinued on
January 10. The State Department has
been attempting to persuade American
users of chrome to stop buying Rhodesian
chrome or chrome ore, and it was re-
cently reported that such purchases had
been suspended. This seems a particu-
larly shortsighted move, because in re-
cent years nearly one~third of all chrome
used in the United States has come from
Rhodesia. Chromium is a material in
short supply here, as well as being a
strategic material; and the State Depart-
ment’s position in seeking a voluntary
cutoff of Rhodesian chrome imports into
this country seems hard to justify in the
light of our own national interest.

The United States has not been a com-
pletely innocent bystander during the de-
velopment, in recent years, of increased

racial tensions in Rhodesia. Lest it be

forgotten, let me recall an incident of
about 4 years ago.

John K. Emmerson, U.S. consul
general at Salisbury, Rhodesia, was re-
called in March 1962, after 17 months in
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I serve on the committee as a regular
Republican member. Just this morning,
we met and agreed on a well qualified
step with the Government scientific
backeround, to proceed in an orderly
fashion to put the whole problem before
Congress, first of all, by identifying all
research grants which have been made.

As members of the Finance Commit-
tce and of the Committee on Appropria-
tions, we have difficulty, sometimes, in
this whole field, because of the problem
of overlapping and duplicating research
projects, in not, being able to find where
they are.

Thus, we are going to create an inven-
tory and find out just how far the Gov-
ernment has gone into the research con-
tract and grant business, find out where
the contracts have been made, where
contracts have been granted, or where
the work is being done and then move
into the direction of trying to get a more
cquitable distribution of projects into
the educational areas where we have
talent.

1 therefore congratulate the Senator
from Mebraska on the fact that while
this has been discussed a great many
times, and while it has grown into a
scriousness which has caused us to create
the special subcommittee to study the
problem in depth, the Senator from
Nebraska has come up with the one prac-
tical supgestion which can serve as a
rruideline by providing that the National
Seience Foundation assume the respon-
sibility of working up some formula to
propose to Congress. 1 believe that this
is a step in the right direction and with
the backsround of information which
will come out of the study being made
by this newly created subcommittee of
thie Government Operations Committee,
{the testimony in the hearings, and the
ficld investigations, I am sure that Rep-
resentatives and Senators will be able
better to evaluate this formula which
will, T hope, eventuate from the very
constructive suggestion which the Sena-
{or from Nebraska has made.

Me. CURTIS. I think the Senator
[rom South Dakota.

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Nebraska yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
Tyorwes in the chair). Does the Senator
Tfrom Nebraska yield to the Senator from
Washington?

Mr. CURTIS. I am happy to yield to
the Senator from Washington.

Mr. MAGNUSON. 1 should like to
suggest to the Senator from Nebraska
that he has selected an agency with some
experience in this matter., As the Sena-
tor frcm Nebraska will remember, the
Senator from South Dakota and I were
Lthe autiiors of a bill to create the Na-
tional Science Foundation, followed with
a request on handling appropriations
after it was created. The Senator from
South Dakota and I found, in the early
days of the National Science Foundation,
that they did not have quite as muech
money as they have now, but we found
that about 70 percent of all their grants
was going to one area of the country—I
need not mention the area.

Mr. MUNDT. Near the growing of
beautiful ivy.
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Mr. MAGNUSON. Yes, the ivy area.
'‘We did not do this deliberately.

Mr. CURTIS. No.

Mr. MUNDT. Right.

Mr. MAGNUSON. We felt that we
should keep it from spreading. They did.
They went about it. Mr. Waterman
finally went about creating a broader
spread. He has not created it, or done
as well as we would probably have liked,
but they have done pretty well.

Mr. MUNDT. The Senator suggested
that what they have done was to create
a “low-priced spread,” and we arc¢ over
in the “high-priced spread.”

Mr. MAGNUSON. They created the
“low-priced spread,” that is true, but
there is a spin-off to this thing that we
are always talking about; namely, the
shortage of personnel in the field who,
when they are trained, whether it be by
Government grants, privately, or both,
go off in another direction, and we con-
sequently suffer from a severe lack of
teachers who stay.

We have found from experience, and
50 has the National Science Foundation,
that where we give some of these grants
to the smal.er colleges—we have them
in our State, but in the Middle West
there are great numbers of them~--there
is somcthing ahbout the smaller college
atmosphere when they receive this
grant—rather than the hustle-bustle of
a large technical school in which stu-
dents are given interviews for jobs by
big corporat:ons, and so forth—that the
smaller college student is more inclined
to wish to zo into the teaching field.
But it proves something, too, in these
grants. So that I suggest that the Na-
tional Science Foundation has learned,
through hard experience, to try at least
to do what the Senator is suggesting.
The Senator has picked an agency which
has had a great deal of background in
this field.

Mr. CURTIS. I am well aware of
that, and I wish to commend the dis-
tinguished Senator from Washington
for having pioneered in this field in the
creation of the National Sicience Founda-
tion. I am sure that it enjoys i fine
reputation thrcocughout the academic
world. ™They are qualified, if any agency
is, to reduce to a formula some way to
distribute these funds so that it will not
just be happenstance, or rest entriely
upon the competence of particular in-
dividuals who happen to be makir.g the
decision at the time.

Mr. THUEMOND. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Nebraska yield?

Mr. CURTIS. I am happy to yicld to
the Senator from South Carolina.

Mr. THURMOND. I wish to cornmend
The able and distinguished Senator from
Nebraska for offering this resolution.
I he has no objection, I should he
pleased to join as a cosponsor.

Mr. CURTIS. I would be most happy
Lo have the Senator from South Cacolina
added as a cosponsor.

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, I
ask unanimcus consent that I be allowed
to join as a cosponsor to the resolution.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it -s so ordered.

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, a
great many people have felt for a long
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time that something along this line
needed to be done. It is my hope that
the resolution will be passed and that
action will be taken on it soon.

There is no guestion, as was mentioned
by the Senator from Washington [(Mr.
MaceNusoN] a few moments ago, that a
large percentage of contracts for re-
search have gone to a very small geo-
graphical area of the United States.

It seems to me that funds for these
research projects come from all the
people in all the States of the Nation.
Therefore, as much as possible, there
should be a more equitable distribution
of these projects. I am convinced that
we have able scientists, that we have
many able educators, and many able
people in the various States of the Na-
tion. Practically every State in this Na-
tion has one or more outstanding educa-
tional institutions. It seems to me they
might be considered for some kind of
project under this program, rather than
concentrating the projects in one area of
the Nation.

Again I wish to commend the able
Senator from Nebraska for his work on
this problem. It is my hope that it will
bear fruit.

Mr. CURTIS. I thank the distin-
guished Senator from South Carolina
very much for his comments.

Mr. President, in a recent presenta-
tion illustrating the desirability of lo-
cating an important Federal structure
in the Middle West of association
noted:

Fourteen percent of Health, Education,
and Welfare research and development
expenditures at universities in 1964 were
committed to universities located in New
York, nearly 12 percent to universities
located in California, and nearly 8 per-
cent to universities located in
Massachusetts.

Thirty-nine percent of Atomic Energy
Commission rescarch and development
expenditures at universities in 1964 were
committed to universities in California
and nearly 20.5 percent to universities
in New Mexico.

Sixty-nine percent of National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration re-
search and development expenditures at
universities in 1964 were committed to
universities in California. This is the
impact of the Jet Propulsion Laboratory.

Fifteen percent of all National Science
Foundation grants to universities in 1964
went to universities in California, nearly
12 percent to universities in New York
and nearly 10 percent to universitics in
Massachusetts.

The total expenditures for rescarch
and development at universities by these
five major groupings of Federal agen-
cies—Defense, HEW, AEC, NASA, and
NSF—amounted to $1.6 of the $1.7 bil-
lion of Federal expenditures for research
and development activities at universi-
ties in 1964.

At the conclusion of this notation these
three questions are asked:

First. Is the current geograrhical d.s-
tribution of Federal research and de-
velooment grants and contracts at
American universities meeting the major
program objectives of Federal agencies,
especially as these program objectives
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that post, as a result of charges by Roy

Welensky, then Rhodesian Prime Min-
ister, that after appointment of G. Men-~
nen Williams as the U.S. State Depart-
ment’s African expert, U.S. representa-
tives in Rhodesia had abandoned their
“traditional line of noninvolvement in
Rhodesian internal affairs” and had
“pursued a line of not oversubtle aline-
ment with African Nationalists.”

Specific charges included these:

First. That the TU.S, Information
Agency had issued films and literature
which “appeared to incite Africans to
greater efforts to combat or boycott the
federal and Southern Rhodesian systems
of government.”

Second. That certain films offered by
USIA contained “scenes and eplsodes
from past wars of liberation” coupled
with “reminders that Africans, too, are
struggling for their independence.”

Third. That in Nyasaland, “American
consular cars frequently have gotten
mixed up in car processions of the
Malawi Congress Party, making it ap-
pear as if U.S. officials and Malawi parti-
sans are riding toward independence
together.”

Fourth. That in Southern Rhodesia,
American consular men “have also been
in close touch with Mr, Joshua Nkomo’s
Zambia movement.” This liaison with
Nkomo, it was charged,-had been carried
on “by both Americans and locally re-
cruited African consular staff of U.S.
diplomatic missions.”

Sir Roy Welensky in June of 1962
ascribed what he called the present
truculence of African leaders partly at
least to American and United Nations
encouragement,

Dissatisfaction was also expressed by
the Rhodesians over the size of the U.S.
diplomatic mission, which had a staff of
nearly 200 persons, most of them locally
employed Africans, and which was
larger than any other diplomatic mission
in the Federation, and even larger than
the British High Commission in Rho-
desia. These figures covered the two
U.S. consulates in Lusaka and Zamba, as
well as the Consulate General in Salis-
bury. )

Throughout Africa, new countries
have proliferated as the rising tide of
black nationalism has spread across that
continent. Every time a group of par-
tially educated, half-savage tribes has
constituted an alleged government and
declared its country free and independ-
ent, we have been pressured by an un-
reasoning fear of world opinion into
immediate recognition of that govern-
ment. These new, unstable, little so-
called countries are immediately ad-
mitted to the United Nations where each
is given a voting strength the same as
our own in that international body. We
are told that under no circumstances
must force be used to retain or recapture
any of these newly declared independ-
encies as territories or dominions of one
of the civilized nations of the world.

But when Rhodesia declared its inde-
pendence, there was a vast cry that force
must be used to restore British control;
and representatives of the United King-
dom at the United Nations were snubbed

and insulted because Britain had nob
used immediate force to destroy Rho-
desian independence.

Does that sound like a double stand-
ard? In reality it is not. It is a single
standard. The basic principle is in-
creased power for the blacks; but no
increased power for the whites.

The first white settlements in central
Africa were made only 75 years ago. If
we want to understand how the white
Rhodesians feel, it may help to imagine
how the early settlers in any State of
our Union would have felt at being told,
75 years after settlement of the State
began, that they should turn over their
government to the Indian because they
were the true majority. :

As I have pointed out, the United
States is aiding the British embargo on
shipments to Rhodesia, and our State
Department has even gone so far as to
put pressure upon American users of
chrome to halt purchases from Rhodesia,
in spite of the fact that chrome is a
critical metal in short supply in this
country. But in agreeing to do all this,
the United States has not obtained any
agreement from Britain to assist us in
an embargo or blockade against North
Vietnam. ’

In fact, it does not even appear that
our State Department sought such an
agreement from Britain when we agreed
to help Britain against Rhodesia.

This country has the necessary haval
and air strength to enforce a sea block-
ade against North Vietnam. Those who
argue against such a blockade make it
a main point of their argument that
Britain would not recognize the blockade,
and, therefore, that we would be in
trouble with our greatest ally if we should
atternpt to set up such a blockade.
Sometimes, more euphemistically, those
who argue along this line say that our
allies would not recognize the blockade.

It is not at all certain that this is true.
Perhaps the announcement of a block-
“ade would give Britain a basis for cut-
ting off trade which she now feels she
must maintain in order to avoid offense
to the Red Chinese, by whose sufferance
alone Hong Hong is permitted to remain
British territory.

Only 2 days ago the Commerce De-
partment clamped controls on all ex-
ports from this country to Rhodesia.
Perhaps there would be resistance by cer-
tain interests in the United Kingdom
to similar action by that nation with
respect to North Vietnam.,

But since the United States is cutting
off our shipments to and purchases from
Rhodesia, in order to help Britain bring
that turbulent dominion back under its
control, why should we not ask Britain
to0 help us cut off shipments of goods and
supplies into North Vietnam, in aid of a
defense against Communist aggression
which is important to the whole free
world?

One thing seems perfectly clear: we
should not be asked to hold off on block-
ading North Vietnam because of any
consideration for the British or their
feelings aboul the matter.

If a blockade will help us In our strug-
gle against Communist forces in South
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Vietnam, if it will help us to shorten
the months and the years during which
American fighting men must be kept in
South Vietnam, if it will reduce in any
degree the grisly total which eventually
will represent our total casualties in
South Vietnam, then a blockade must be
undertaken, and the sooner the better.

The weight of the evidence so far ad-
duced supports the conclusion that a
blockade will help accomplish these ob-
jectives.

The conclusion seems inescapable that,
unless there are important facts con-
cealed from us, this country is not doing
all it can to win in South Vietnam, and
will not be doing so until a blockade of
North Vietnam has been set up and made
effective.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the REcOrRD &
very able editorial entitled “On the U.S.
Policy Toward Rhodesia,” which ap-
peared in the Vicksburg Evening Post,
of Vicksburg, Miss., on Monday, Febru-
ary 28, 1966.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

ON THE U.S, PoLicy TOWARD RHODESIA

The Commerce Department announced
Saturday it.is putting controls on all U.S.
exports to Southern Rhodesia, and said this
action would have the effect of cutting off
virtually all exports of importance to the
economy of that African country. Pre-
viously the United States had put an em-
bargo on arms, military equipment and all
petroleum into Rhodesia. Exports to Rho-
desla in 1964 were reported at about $21
million, with the principal export items
belng construction machinery, transport
equipment, textiles, paper and wheat. Now,
practically everything we exported into
Rhodesia comes, under the controls.

It just doesn’t follow correct reasoning to
adopt such a course against Rhodesia. Firs
of all, it injects our country into the inter-
nal affairs of another nation; second, the
quarrel between Britain and Rhodesla 1s
none of our business, and we should not
take sides in what should be a family affair;
third, we, too, broke away from Britain, and
proclaimed our independence, and we might,
at least, have some sympathy with Rhodesia;
fourth, this 1s the modern day, when all tles
with colonialism must be broken, and so
Rhodesia should be as entirely free and in-
dependent, and should have the same right
to ‘freedom and independence as the other
African nations which have blossomed out
in recent years; but filnally, and most im-
portant, there 1s absolutely no basis for us
%o accede to Britain’s wishes for economic
sanctions against Rhodesia, when that same
Britain insists on doing business with Cuba
and North Vietnam and Red China, all of
which are our mortal enemles. If, indeed,
Britain had any claim whatever on our
friendship, then she should be an ally in
fact, by refraining from helping out those
who are arrayed agalnst our Natlon,

If the Members of the Senate of the
Unilted States want something to really
argue about, they should turn their atten-
tion away fromi Vietnam, and turn their
oratorical guns against our administration
policy in Rhodesia. There is fertile ground
for sound and serious protest, whereas no
such ground now exists in Vietnam. We
are being played for the proverbial sucker in
Rhodesia, while we do nothing to make our
supposed allles desist from trade with our
enemies. There is Justification for an all-
out protest against our Rhodeslan policy.

Approved For Release 2005/07/13 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000400050007-6



Approved For Release 2005/07/13 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000400050007-6

4498

ESTABLISHMENT OF DEPARTMENT
OF TRANSPORTATION

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, I in-
troduce, by request, for appropriate ref-
crence, a bill to establish a Department
of Transportation. Introduction of the
bill is aft the request of the President and
the executive department of the Gov-
ernment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The biil
will be reccived and appropriately re-
ferred.

Mr. MAGNUSON. The bill would es-
tablish a 12th Cabinet Department. This
is not a new proposal. The Commerce
Committec of the Senate considered a
similar proposal for a Department of
Transportation in hearings held as far
back as 1948. The matter of a Depart-
ment of Transportation had been before
mariy Congresses prior to that time. I
have personal knowledge of the hearings
in 1948,

Since 1948, the proposal to establish
a Transportation Cabinet Department
has been brought up on many occasions,
and many study groups have been ap-
pointed by the executive department,
and by Congress itself, which have rec-
ommended such an establishment.

The Commerce Committee’s Special
Study Group on Transportation Policies
in 1961 suggested that a Transportation
Department be established.

As I recall, the opening part of the
so-called Hoover Commission proposals
on reorganization of the Government
suggested a Department of Transporta-
tion. )

Over 5 years ago President Eisenhower
rcecommended to the Congrses that such
a Department be created. Of course,
the need for such a Department has been
prowing since that time.

P'resident Johnson in his state of the
Union message pointed out that such a
Department of Transportation is needed
to bring iogether our transportation
activities. He stated that the present
structure—35  Government agencies,
spetding $5 billion yearly—makes it im-
jpossible to serve either the growing de-
mands of the Nation, the needs of the
industry, or the right of the taxpayer to
iull efficiency and frugality.

The Congress in the exercizse of its
power to regulate commerce is vitally
isterested In insuring that the needs of
comimerce—communities, shippers, users,
and carriers—for a safe, efficient, equita-
ble, and balanced transportation net-
work are served.

The peogravhy of this country makes
transportation morce important to the
ceonomic scheme of this ecountry than
to any other country in the world, be-
cause of the land mass of the United
Stales and the nature of our economy.

Wxpeditious and effective decision on
bhis bill would be facilitated if the ad-
ininistration would transmit to Congress
the factual studies and underlying data
on which this recommendation is based.

That, I understand, will be done
quickly.

It has been a perennial problem in the
field of transportation legislation to sub-
ject value judgments and opinions to
factual analysis because the facts have
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not been readily available. Prompt re-
ceipt of this information will enable
Congress not only to make a prompter
decision, but also a better one.

Today the President has sent to Con-
gress a message on transportation. Ac-
companying this organizationa! reform
of one of the most vital aspects of gov-
crnmental activities is the President’s
Transporration Messagoe.

We have, of course. the best trans-
portation system in the world. [t has its
flaws. But it is the only complciely pri-
vate enterprise transportation system in
the world. Most countries have either
gevernment-cwned transportaion, or
the government completely controls
transportation and finances it wholly or
in major part.

Althourh we hiave many flaws, we have
a good system. Sometimes it is a marvel
to me that it survives as a privaie enter-
prise. But it has flourished as a result
of private initiative and endesvor. It
has also grown with the encouragement
and support of various governmental
programs. I do not, thirk that we should
forget these aspects.

These programs of the government are
widely dispersed and uncoordinated.
Lately we have begun to aid our trans-
portation system by research.

The bill which I have just introduced
on automotive safety carries out that
trend in order that we might have
greater safety on our highways.

The Prasident has alluded tc 35 dif-
ferent departments and agencies involved
in transportation, and stated that these
programs involve vast sums of Federal
maoney.

Transportation is so much an integral
part of our economy, and so important
to our economy, that fow peopl: realize
that transportation sactivities comprise
about one-fourth of the gross national
product of this country. It is big busi-
ness.

We hore that by this bill, the Federal
role in transportation will be gziven a
truly national and meaningful effect. If
we are ever ta achieve a coordinated na-
tional transportation system vwe must
reorient and redirect these mszny pro-
grams. The exploding population and
econcmic growth of the Nation demand
that we bring some order to the siructure
of the Federal Government as it is pres-
ently organized to deal with transporta-
tion.

Tt we fail ta do so now it is ok+ious the
task will become immeasurably raore dif-
ficult in the future, for transrortation
needs and prodlems were multiply.

The importance of transportation as
an element of the complex inter-elation-
ships of our economic system is increas-
ing daily. Vet there is no on:» in the
present Government orpganization, other
than the President himself, who has au-
thority to coordinate many asvects of
Federal transportation policies and pro-
grams. The independent resulatory
agencies, such as the CAB, ths Inter-
state Commerce Commission, an:1 others,
are not able under prezent law to take
such action efficiently and eflectively.
For our part, we can legislate, but we
do not administer.

It is a fact of governmental iife that
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transportation functions have not kept
abreast of current or future require-
ments. Any projection into the future
will confirm that conclusion.

If congressional transportation man-
dates are to meet the needs of the public,
we must exercise foresight. This Nation
must be assured of strong leadership in
promoting advances in transportation
technology for fast, efficient, economical
service.

The bill attempts, and its objective is,
to resolve these matters.

Departmental ctatus would be con-
ferred on those activities which repre-
sent the preponderance of government
money anhd personnel concerned with
transportation.

The key modes are the Bureau of Pub-
lic Roads, which today is next to the De-
partment of Defense as the second largest
business in the world.

The Federal Aviation Agency which
deals with the sensitive problem of air-
lane safety is another. It now costs us
almost three-quarters of a billion dollars
to operate this agency in order to kecp
the safety features of our airlanes in-
tact and up to date. The FAA would
be included in the proposed Department
of Transportation.

The Maritime Administration--that
is, the Maritime Administrator in the De-
partment of Commerce which now has
a single head as distinguished from the
Maritime Commission, which has other
functions—will also be transferred.
There are provisions for integrating our
merchant marine into this new depart-
ment. If will bring the merchant ma-
rine into proper relationship with other
forms of transportation, rather than op-
erating by itself.

My friend from Oregon and I are
interested in the proposed transfer of the
Coast Guard into the new department.

Mr. GRUENING. Mr. President,
would the Senator yield?

Mr. MAGNUSON. I yield.

Mr. GRUENING. The Coast Guard
renders invaluable service in Alaska, as
it does in other parts of the Union. But
there is no State in which the scrvice of
the Coast Guard is more valued and
highly regarded than it is in Alaska.
Our people are so glad to see them going
out saving lives. It is one of tlie most
cherished things that we have.

Mr. MAGNUSON. As an aid to water
operations.

Mr. GRUENING. And I hooe that
nothing is done to impair its usefulness.

Mr. MAGNUSON. Also transferred is
the Office of the Under Secretary oof Coni-
merce for Transportation and its exist-
ing responsibilities.

This is a complex and major piece of
legislation. It is probably the most im-
portant in many years in this field. Be-
cause of all of the activities that it cov-
ers no one will suggest, not even the
chairman, that the bill should not be
modified. There will be some portions
that need to be corrected and some that
may be opposed by Members of Congress.
The administration has no particular
pride of authorship. They are sending
it up to make a start toward a Dcpart-
ment of Transportation.
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participation In the Asian Development
Bank. Itisan act of opportunity, which
will enable the United States, together
with 30 other nations, to join as charter
members in a new venture of cooperation
to promote economic growth in the poor
countries of Asia. It is an act of prom-
ige, offering economic and political co-
operation between countries which share
a determination to raise the living stand-
ards of the impoverished peoples of Asia,

While offering opportunity and prom-
ise, the agreement to establish the Asian
Development Bank, to which H.R. 12563
relates, will provide the foundation for a
sound financial institution. It is clearly
the product of careful and able work of
representatives of different countries
joined by a high common purpose, and
the United States can be justly proud of
its participation. ’

The Asian Development Bank is mod-
eled in many important respects on the
highly successful World Bank. Its con-
stitution reflects also the devoted atten-
tion and wise counsel provided by Eugene
Black, an eminent international eco-
nomic statesman whose stewardship of
the World Bank for a decade and a half
contributed so much to its success.

Those who formulated this agreement
can take pride in a well-wrought charter
for an effective financial institution
which will serve great purposes. They
can also find pride in the remarkable re-
sponse by subscribing countries to the
authorized capital of $1 billion. The
countries of Asia have pledged very
nearly $650 million and 12 countries out-
side the Asian region are contributing
$350 million including the $200 million
pledeged by the United States.

Under the leadership of the President,
and following his great speech in Balti-
more, the United States has played a dis-
tinguished. role in helping to build this
new institution. It is our task here today
to follow through.

Mr. INoUYE. Mr. President, at this
moment the nations of Asia stand at a
turning point in the course of their af-
fairs. ‘They are about to embark on a
new enterprise that may, over time,
mean the difference between starvation
and plenty; between misery and well-
being for many millions in that vast
region.

This new enterprise is the Asian De-
velopment Bank, to which the United

States and other advanced countries.

have been asked to give support. HR.
12563 responds to this appeal by author-
izing U.S. membership In the Asian De-
velopment Bank with a subscription of
$200 million. I rise to give my full sup-
port to this legislation.

We will not be alone in our response.
Of total authorized Bank capital of $1
billion, $650 million will come from 19
Asian nations themselves, including $200
million from Japan, and more than $100
million from Australia and New Zealand.
The remaining $350 million is being sub-
scribed by 12 countries outside Asia, $150
million of which will come from coun-
tries other than the United States. Ger-
many, for example, is subscribing $34
million, the United Kingdom $30 million,
Canada $25 million, and Italy $20 mil-
lion, Overall, our contribution repre-

sents only 25 percent of the Bank’s hard-
currency subseriptions. Our role 1s es-
sential to the Bank’s success, but we are
not being called on to bear the major
burden. -

The facts of war and economic back-
wardness in Asia today speak plainly of
the need for a regional Institution to
further economic development. I am
deeply impressed with the extent to
which these facts have been taken to
heart in this country and by the degree
and depth of support for H.R. 12563.
This bill was reported unanimously by
committees in both houses, and passed
the other body by a margin of 3 to
1. Public expressions of support have

reflected a broad range of opinion, and

include the U.8. Chamber of Com-
merce, the National Association of
Manufacturers, the American Federation
of Labor, the National Foreign Trade
Council, the American Bankers Assocla-
tion, the Investment Bankers Assocla-
tion, the Cooperative League and the
League of Women Voters.

I particularly wish to point out that
the articles of agreement of the Asian
Bank by no means confine its operations
to support of projects in the public sector.
This new Bank will have full powers to
make loans, or guarantee loans by others,
to produective private enterprises in mem-
ber countries, and, after it has been
determined that the Bank is in a position
to do so, to make equity investments in
private enterprises, The Bank will also
be able to assist in underwriting security
issues of private firms in member coun-
tries, thereby contributing to the devel-
opment of local capital markets and the
mobilization of domestic capital. And,
since it will in future years float bond
issues and make portfolio sales In private
capital markets, the Bank will further
facilitate the international flow of pri-
vate funds.

Very careful consideration has been
given to the possible effect of the sub-
seription obligations authorized in H.R.
12563 upon our halance of payments.
The Secretary of the Treasury has stated
that he balance-of-payments effect of
our subscription will be minimal,
amounting to not more than $10 million
in the first year. Over a longer pertod,
procurement in the United States fi-
nanced by Bank loans can be expected
very largely to offset our subseription
payments. Nor need we be fearful of
large drains on our capital market by

the Bank. The Bank’s articles specify .

that no securities may be issued except
with the consent of the country where
the issue is to take place, and that the
Bank must follow the principle of diver-
sifying its borrowing sources. The as-
surances of the administration and the
safeguards built into the articles provide
an ample basis on which to give this
legislation a clean bill of health on hal-
ance-of-payments grounds.

Mr. President, much has been said in
this Chamber about the role of the
United States in Asia, and the impor-
tance of our making it known that we
seek neither territorial gain nor military
domination of the nations of that area.
If we are serious about assoclating our-
selves with the works of peace in Asia;
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if we are truly committed to efforts to
grapple with the economic and human
problems that beset that area; if we wish
to help Asians to find their way through
theilr current trials; then H:R. 12563
provides us with the vehicle to achieve
these ends.

I intend to heed the President’s call in
his great speech at Baltimore, I will
vote for this bill and for the cause of
peace it represents. I urge each of you
to join me,

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, I
would like the REcorp to show my op-
position to Senate approval of this pro-
posal. The Asian Development Bank is
but one additional method by which the
United States funnels foreign aid to vir-
tually all the countries of the world. As
is the case with banks of this type, the
United States cannot exercise control
over which countries are eligible to re-
ceive loans and other forms of financial
and technical assistance. Eligible coun-
tries, such as Mongolia, have forms of
government and political philosophies
completely alien to those of our own peo-
ple, and I consider it inconsistent with
the best interest of our country to sup-
port, financially or otherwise, govern-
ments of this type.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
1s open to amendment, If there be no
amendment to be proposed, the question
is on the third reading of the bill.

The bill (H.R. 12563) was ordered to a
third reading, was read the third time,
and passed. ’

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr, President, I
move that the vote by which the bill was
passed be reconsidered.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I move to
lay that motion on the table.

The motion to lay on the table was

agreed to. l ) :',! —

REPORT BY SENATOR TYDINGS ON
VISIT TO VIETNAM

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, in
his news bulletin to his constituents of
February 1966, the distinguished Senator
from Maryland [Mr. Ty¥bpings] reports
on his visit to Vietham during the last
congressional adjournment. The Sen-
ator supplies a most informative personal
account of his experiences and observa-
tions. One does not have to agree with
every detail in order to recognize this
report to be a very useful contribution to
public understanding of the Vietnamese
problem. .

I would address the Senate’s atten-
tion particularly to the final section of
the report, which is entitled “The Un-
certain Future.,” It is a well-reasoned
and temperate appraisal of the situa-
tion and the Senator’s position with re-
spect thereto. In setting it forth, Sen-
ator TypINgs makes a significant con-
tribution to public and Senate under-
standing of the Vietnamese problem.

I ask unanimous consent that the text
of the bulletin “On the Record,” for
February 1966, be printed at this point
in the RECORD.

There being objection, the text of the
bulletin was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:
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ON THE RECORD
{By U.S. Senator JoserH D. TYDINGS)

(Note.—During the past congressional re-
cess, I spent a week In South Vietnam as a
member of a four-man delegation. Travel-
ing almost constantly from 6 in the morn-
ing until late at night, we met with our
frontline troops in every major area—the
3d Marine Division in Da Nang, the 1st Cav-
alry in Ankhe, o special forces A team in Cal
al. We crisscrossed the country seveéral
times, visiting refugee camps, Vietnamese
villapes, and a varlety of installations. In
addition to mectings in Saigon with Gen-
eral Westmoreland, Ambassador Lodge, and
AID Administrator Mann, we talked with
DPremier Ky and other South Vietnamese
officials, students, and villagers.

(Our soldlers are fighting in a land whose
terrain, people, and traditions were almost
unknown to us 10 years ago. Even today Viet-
nam is strange and little understood. The
“iplomatic terrain is equally uncertain. We
must guess the intcentions of Peiping; we
are unsure of the policy of those in control
in Hanoi; we do not know what influence
Moscow exerts, nor how independent the
Vietcong is from Hanoi. The political and
military situations change so rapidly that
‘we must continually reexamine our assump-
tlons and refine our views.—JoE TYDINGS.}

‘"HE TROUBLED PAST

South Vietnam is about the size of Cali-
fornia with a population of approximately
14 milllon. For centuries these sturdy, hand-
some people have fought off Chinese efforts
to conquer them. They still regard the
€hinese as traditional enemies. In the 189th
century, the French colonized Indochina and
began nearly 100 years of unenlightened rule.
in 1942, Japan invaded and occupied the
country.

After World War II, the French wished to
return to Vietnam. but Ho Chi Minh, a popu-
jar resistance fighter against the Japanese,
was in control. Orderly trancition from co-
lonial rule to self-government was unsuc-
vegsful, and war broke out between the
French and Ho’s Vietminh forces. The war
dragged on for 8 years, until the French were
decisively defeated at Dienbienphu,

At the conference table in Geneva in 1954,
an accord was reached whereby firing ceased
and a line was drawn between the Communist
north and the non-Communist south. Free
cloctions under international supervision
were to be held throughout Vietnam in 1956
0 select a government for a unified Vietnam,
‘I'he United States did not sign the Geneva
accords, but endorsed it in principle. After
the country was partitioned, almost 1 million
citizens fled from the north to the south.
Only 100.000 chose to move north.

A relatively free election was held in the
South in 1956, Ngo Dinh Diem overwhelm-
ingly defeated Bao Dai, the former French
puppet Emperor. Diem refused to permit the
nnification clections unless Ho Chi Minh
agreed to effective international supervision
in North Vietnum. The elections were not
lield. Diem soon terminated the practice of
electing local officials and appointed his own
men. He persecuted the Buddhists, the Cao
IDai, and other religious sects. ¥le permitted
corruption to flourish, jailed his political
opponents, and failed to make even token
oconomic and social reforms,

Considerable opposition to Diem had de-
veloped by the late 1950's. Guerrilla fighters
#0T up shadow governments in the provinces
and began to kill village officials, These
puerrillas were nided by North Vietnam. At
thie Third Lao Dong Party Conference in
Tanol in December 1860, the National Libera-~
iion Front was proclaimed, and Communist
assistanco becamo official.

isince Diem’s demise in 19G3, there have
Been five governments. The present Premier,
Npuyen Cao Ky, inherited a difficult situa-
iion, but during his few months in office, he
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has displaved greater understanding of the
politicial, economic and social problems of
his country than his predecessors. He has
permitted free eclections in the Provinces and
has devoted increasing attention to desper-
ately needed programs of education and rural
development. While our officials kelicve Ky
to be personally honest, corruption and graft
exlst at lower echelons of government.,

We began to aid South Vietnan. in 1954.
Predicated on the assumption tha: “needed
reforms” would be undertaken, thiz aid was
to be entirely economic. When the situation
deteroriated, however, Prosident Esenhower
sent military assistance. President Ecnnedy
continued this assistance and gracually in-
creased the nuwmber of advisers.

In February 1965, the Vietcomi; threat-
ened to cut South Vietram in haly. rocughly
along Highway 19 from Pleiku to the coast.
Our military force in Vietnam then 1umbered
about 20,000—mostly advisers aid  tech-
nical personnel. President Johnson was con-
fronted by the alternatives of comulete col-
lapse or dramatic increase in our military
commitment., He chose the latter.

CHE PRESENT SITUATION

To securs the entire navion will ¢ a long
and difficult task and will require .. massive
miiltary commitment. ‘T'wo-third: of the
highways are controlled by the Vietcong.
Passage of troops and supplies i difficult
by day and impossible at; night. S:igon and
many of our railitary kbases are valnerable
to sabotage and harassment.

The Vietcong infrastructure is ef’cctive in
approximately two-thirds of the vill.ges. Al-
though the Vieteong do not always occupy
the villages, a few sympathizers maintain
close communication with jungle fighting
units and are able to bring down un attack
on a villags that refuses to pay taxes to the
Vietcong or which coaperates with t.ie Saigon
government. Thousands of villag: school-
teachers and officials have been kidnaped
and assassinated. In this fashion, the Viet-
cong exercises control over two-thirds of the
land area of South Vietnam, though less than
one-third of the people.

In addition to guerrillas, at leist seven
hard-core regiments have come duwn from
North Vietnam. Almost all heavy fighting
in recent months has been against these
North Vietnamese regulars. The s ruggle is
no lQnger a1 revolt or an insurgency; troops
are traived, equipped, and shipped from the
north.

War has left thousands of Victnamese
homeless. I visited six refugee camps and
met with the minister of social we!fare and
our AID officials to discuss the siaggering
problems of feeding, clothing, educating, em-
ploying, and ultimately relocating these refu-
gees. Though some progress has buen made
in this are:, moaore often than not it has been
a case of too little, too Inte. We must help
these people not only for humanitarian rea-
sons, but also because their politicn’ support
1s essential. I am encouraged by the Presl-
dent’s receat clear commitment to the wel-
fare of the Vietnamese refugees. Tt ¢ need is
great and the problem grave.

The morale of our troops is extremely
high. I spoke with many Maryland boys in
every unit I visited. Despite some i -avitable

bottlenecks, our men are better trained and
equipped than any soldier: in historv. They
have displayed incredible bravery snd re-

sourcefulness under extrerne conditions,
Epecial Forces units have set up camps
throughout the toughest Vietcong territory

in South Vietnam. These isolated camps,
built much like stockades of our frontier
days, are manned by 2 U.S. officer: and 10
enlisted men. Together with loeal vil-

lagers, they have repeatedly defended these
small forts against powerful Vietcor ¢ sieges.

‘While the war goes on, our troops and
AID officials are rebuilding this war-ravaged
country. Cur civic action program has been
one of the¢ most lmportant—thoush least

" political strategy.
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reported—activities in South Vietnam. It
was a great inspiration to see our troops
helping the villagers to build schcols and
sanitation facilities, dispensing medicine Lo
sick children, and instructing familles in
the use of soap. Medical companies attached
to our line units are providing badly needed
medical assistance to thousands of Viet-
namese villagers and farmers. These activi-
ties are almost unprecedented in the history
of modern warfare,

THE UNCERTAIN FUTURE

Politics i3 the art of choosing among
available alternatives. We are confronted by
three basie possibilities: escalation, with-
drawal, or continuing to defend the territory
we now occupy. War is hell, but the alterna-
tive of unilateral withdrawal is less accept-
able, My visit convinced me that our fundn-
miental commitment to help defend South
Vietnam is a necessary one. I found that our
help is generally wanted. A precipitous
withdrawal now would mean the end of an
independent South Vietnamese Governmeat
and the ultimate murder of tens of thou-
sands who have fought Communist aggres-

sion. Withdrawal would bring incalculable
pressure upon Thailand and the other smaull
countries of southeast Asla, Eventually,
India could lose her independence and thus
her strength as a great democratic counter-
weight to China.

Our objectives are limited. We do not
want territory or a milltary garrison In south-
east Asia. We are not there to wage an ag-
gressive war. We do not want to destroy
North Vietham, merely persuade it to stop
making war against its neighbor., OQur aim
is simply to give the people of South Vietnam
an opportunity freely to choose their own
form of government.

I had hoped that we could achieve our cb-
Jectives by negotiation. The response to
President Johnson's peace offensive has been
dlsappointing, but we must intensify the
search for an acceptable solution. I support
turning this matter over to the United Na-
tions and would welcome a renewal of the
Geneva Conference. I think we should be
willing to negotiate with the National Libera-
tion Front as well as the government of
North “"ietnam, and to accept free elections
In South Vietnam as an ultimate political
solution.

While the search for peace continues, we
must devise an appropriate mlilitary and
I was doubtful that our
bombings of North Vietnam were suificiently
useful from a military standpoint to justify
the political risk of their resumption. I had
hoped that the President would have becn
able to continue the bombing pause. But
now that he has made his decision, we must
support him insofar as consclence permits.
He has far greater access to the relevant
information. I hope and pray that this deci-
sion 1is correct.

We can best achieve our goals by continu-
ing to help the South Vietnamese build their
nation with some degree of peace and secii-
rity. We must place greater emphasis upon
economic development and social reform.
Seventy percent of the people of South Viet-
nam live in tetritory defended by United
States and South Vietnamese troops. If wao
can protect the people in these arcas from
harassment and terror, and, at the same time,
help them to rebuild their economy, insti-
tute governmental reforms, and embark cn
a program of social justice, we will have
achieved many of our objectives. Even this
will not be easy. Barring the uncxpected,
American soldiers will be in South Vietnam
for many years to come. Our AID mission
faces untold problems in trying to build o
modern nation in a backward, war-torn
country.

But whatever the difficulties, T am gratified
that we finally appear to be recognizing the
importance of civic reform. In the long run,
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the most Important phase of thils struggle
will be fought in the schools, the hospitals,
the rice fields of South Vietnam, rather than
on the battleflelds.

' TAX ADJUSTMENT ACT OF 1966

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that when H.R.
12752, the Tax Adjustment Act of 1966,
is reported by the Committee on Finance,
it be made the pending business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr,
CanxoN in the chair)., Without objec~
tion, it is so ordered.

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT UNTIL
FRIDAY

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that when the
Senate concludes its business today, it
stand in adjournment until 12 o’clock
noon on Friday next.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so0 ordered. \

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr, CURTIS. Mr. President, I wish to
speak on a subject of considerable inter-
est to a number of Senators. I ask
unanimous consent that I may suggest
the absence of a quorum without losing
my right to the floor, and that I may be
recognized to continue my remarks fol-
lowing the quorum call.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? The Chair hears none, and it
is so ordered.

Mr. CURTIS. I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

- The legislative clerk proceeded to call
the roll.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, 1t 1s so ordered.

DISTRIBUTION AMONG THE STATES
OF RESEARCH AND DEVELOP-
MENT FUNDS

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I am to-
day introducing a resolution, the object
of which is a better geographical distri~
bution of the research and development
funds that are granted, loaned, or other-
wise made available by the agencies of
the Federal Government to our institu-
tions of higher learning. :

This is a sizable program. So far
these funds have been overly concen-
trated in two or three areas. Many fine
colleges and universities have been
left out. Many States have been left out.

For many years, varlous groups ahd
Individuals have urged a decentralization
of these Government expenditures. No
one has come up with a sound formulsa to
accomplish that objective. The resolu-
tion which I am introducing proposes
that such a formula be developed and
fixes the responsibility for writing such a
formula.

No. 87——19

The pace of change 1s the constant
factor In our changing lives, and the days
ahead will each be filled with new won-
derment. The technological explosion of
World War IT started this pace which
accelerates each year. The mind of the
man of science seems to know no bounds
as we add today’s achievements to to-
morrow’s routine. With all these bless-
ings of great material progress, we in the
Congress must assume the stewardship
of its burdens.

Today we must work to keep this pace
of progress. Today we must work dili-
gently to give a better direction to this
pace of progress lest our population ex-
plosion be coupled with a population
erosion. We can erode away the aca-
demic excellence of many areas of this
great Nation. We can erode away a
balance in our national productivity
which 1s now dwindling. We can con-
centrate in a few centers those talents
which are basic to education, to contin-
uing development, and to future
productivity.

For 20 years the Congress has given
sincere expression, but unfortunately a
general expression, to the need for a
balanced development of our baslc
sclences. For years we have wrestled
with this burden, and we have found it
& tough one to pin down. I hope today to
set In motion a pursuit of the specifics
which can begin to bring equity into an
imbalance which worsens each year.

The imbalance which must be righted
Is not only the increasing maldistribu-
tion of $15 to $20 billions of Federal re-
search and development funds but the
reversal of trends which this maldistri-
bution has set in motion. Mind you, were
we to delay this reversal for another
decade, the Members of this body might
be faced, in a score of years, with the
fact that wide areas of this great Nation
may then fail to possess the skills and
the talents to perform useful research
in the basic sciéhces. Our great insti-
tutions of higher learning, in vast areas,
may be reduced in scope to schools of
narrower pursuits. Our laboratories and
kindred facilitlies will move away, and
will not then our Industries follow that
pattern?

The power of the Federal Government
to generate scientific and technological
achievement must be harnessed in the
absolute of feasibility to render a bal-
anced achievement.

An expression of my concern is well
exemplified by the recent formation of
the Midwest Resources Association, a
12-State effort seeking fair and equitable
distribution of our resources and our
skills. Twenty-four Members of this
body form a bipartisan committee to
aid 1ts work. My distinguished senior
colleague from Nebraska serves on its
executive committee, -

Mr. HRUSKA. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. CURTIS. Iyleld.

Mr. HRUSKA. Mr. Presldent, I com-
mend my colleague for his sponsorship
of this resolution.

His reference to the Midwest Re-
sources Assoclation 1s most appropriate.

4493

This young organlzation represents the
heartland of America—Nebraska, the
Dakotas, Minnesota, Illinois, Iowa, Ohio,
Kansas, Missouri, Indiana, Wisconsin,
and Michigan.

A completely bipartisan group, its
whole dedication is to the economic wel-
fare of our region. It is directed by a
steering committee made up the the 12
Governors, 6 Senators, and 6 Members
of the House of Representatives. To-
gether with the senior Senator from
Ohlo, it has been my privilege to serve
as a member of the association’s execu- .
tive committee and to participate in the
organization’s development.

This association was conceived out of
a realization that only by uniting the
Midwest would we be able to compete
with the more populous and better
financed States. Recently, the associa-
tion employed a full-time executive sec-
retary and opened an office iIn Washing-
ton.

As a member of the Appropriations
Committee, I have long been concerned
about our ability to manage the research
and development activities of the Fed-
eral Government. These programs have
grown in the past two decades out of all
proportion to any other segment of the
national budget.

Just before World War II, the Gov=
ernment spent a mere $75 million on sci-
ence and technology annually. Today
the figure is between $15 and $20 billion.

No one argues with the need for inten-
sive programs of sclence, research, and
technology. We still have vast frontiers
to conquer. No one wants to put a price
tag on the cure for cancer, the common
cold, or heart disease. No one fails to
recoghize the literal life-and-death seri-
ousness of maintaining our military
strength,

That is not the point. The point is
whether the Congress is intelligently
providing ample funds for all these ef-
forts and whether the Nation’s scientific
and technological resources are being
properly utilized.

Many of these programs—and the jus~
tification for their funding--have not
been based on any particular logic or
rationale. They have, like Topsy, “just
growed.”

We had a striking example of this last
year in the Agricultural Appropria-
tions Subcommittee. Our distinguished
chairman, Senator HoLLanp, insisted on
s, thoroughgolng analysis of research car-
ried on by the Department of Agricul-
ture,

While some progress was made and we
have a better view of the Department’s
research effort than before, much re-
mains to be done. What is indicated is
a thorough overhaul which will provide
the tools, the background, and the know-
how to treat the entire research field and
not just a narrow segment.

I commend the Senator for his con-
cern with this problem and for his ef-
fort to bring something concrete out of
the often expressed desire to make prog-
ress in this field.

May I say, Mr. President, that I think
it would bhe difficult to find anyone more
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cqualified and experienced to pursue this
resolution than the Senator from Ne-
braska, because of his long tenure in
Congress, his membership on the Joint
Committee on Atomic Energy and on the
Senate Committee on Aeronautical and
dpace Sciences. and his activity, through
{he years, on the Government Operations
Committee. It is with pleasure that I
join him in this resolution as one of its
cosponsors, and it is my hope that many
other Senators will see fit to do the same.

Mr. CURTIS. I thank the distin-
guished Senator. I am fully aware that
a proper distribution of these funds is a
citficult task.

i have a very high regard for the
Wational Science Foundation, It is
Government oriented. I believe it is
qualified to make a study. take a little
time. and bring in a formula that will do
justice to the programs undertaken and
will, at the same time, help decentralize
those activities from a geographical
standpoint.

The industries of tomorrow will be
located where the scientific complexes
arc now being located, and Congress has
an obligation to do equity and justice in
determining where this money is being
spent, loaned, or given.

Mr. HRUSKA. Mr. President, will the
“enator yield turther?

Mr. COURTIS. I am happy to yield.

Mr. HRUSKA. Is not the situation
sometimes aggravated by this type of
occurrence: 't'he necessity for some
crash program will make its appearance.
Tn the area of that project, there are
certain well-known, outstanding institu-
tions for example, educational institu-
tions, which exist and have been active
in the field. Without an organization
like the National Science Foundation to
make a complete appraisal of the
available talent and facilities the nation
over, there is always a tendency to say,
“weil, collere X or university X having
done this in the past, let us give them
this proiect, too.”

M1, CURTIS. Yes.

Mr. HRUSKA. Not being aware of
many facilitics which would be equally
rood and perhaps even better, because of
not having an overall schedule and for
other reasons: and yet the National
Seience Foundation would have knowl-
cdee that would enable a decision to be
made, which would take into considera-
tion not only decenfralization, but also
other factors which would attach to oth-
cr potential places;for location.

Mr. CURTIS. 1 thoroughly agree
with the Senator.

{n additional, I should like to point out
Irat when they pass over a well-quali-
fed  institution of higher learning,
aiientimes that institution is unable to
nold its scientific talent; it loses some of
s talent to the areas that do get the
srants, and the cycle picks up more and
more, with the result of having Govern-
ment funds injure one area to the ad-
vantage of another.

Mr. HRUSKA. The trend feeds on it-
self and keeps going.

Mr. CURTIS. Exactly.
distinguished Senator.

I thank the

FERT

Mr. DOMINICK. Myr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. CURTIS. I am happy to yield.

Mr. DOMINICK. I thank the distin-
guished €enator from Nebraska, not
only for yielding, but also for bringing
up this very important resolution he
hag before us now.

I remember some years ago taiking to
the National Cryogenics Association in
Boulder, Colo., about some of the prob-
lems involved in Government support of
research.

I believe at that time approximately
80 to 85 percent of the total funds being
spent on scientific research were being
generated out of the Federal (Govern-
ment, and I pointed out to them that in
the process of continuing on this type of
emphasis, unless something were done,
it was bound to feed into certain well-
defined areas, which would then deplete
the scientific knowledge and brains of
other aress they flowed into the areas
where the money was going.

I gather from what the Senator is
saying that he thinks this is one of the
problems we are now facing; in other
words, thet a university has received a
grant because they are supposed to be
particular.y capable in a certain field,
and then, when a new program comes
along and more money is to be spent, be-
cause this university has had a large
program, that the seccnd one is liable
to flow into it automatically; because
they have demonstrated capacity in the
lirst one, they are assumed to have ca-
pacity in the second.

Mr. CURTIS. I think the Senator has
stated the problem correctly.

1 am not critical of the Government
adininistrators who make the grants. I
believe they need the guidance of a
formula that might be developed by the
National 3Science Foundation, in order
that they might have an appraisal of the
competence of a university, the compe-
tence of its instructor personnel and the
heads of the departments., I think such
a formula would be of great help to the
Government administrators who are
charged with distributing these billions
of dollars.

My, DOMINICK. I wonder if the
Senator could answer this for me, be-
cause I unfortunately have not had the
opportunity to read his bill: In the reso-
lution, are we referring to all iypes of
research, or are we referring only to sci-
entific research dealing with scientific
subjects?

Mr. CURTIS. The resclution refers
to the lavs under which research and
development, funds are granted. loaned
or otherw:se made available by industry
or agencies of the Government to insti-
tutions of higher learning for scientific
or educatisnal purposes.

Mr. DOMINICK. That could, then,
take in re:earch, for example, under the
Disarmament Agency. As the Senator
knows, the Disarmament Agency has in
the past given out a research program
to some professor somewhere. on the
thesis thart he is to come back with a new
method of overcoming probletas of a
disarmament nature., It could I pre-
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sume, take in educational research as
well; is that correct?

Mr. CURTIS. The Senator is correct.

Mr. DOMINICK. It seems to me this
becomes even more important as the
scope of research is developed, because
obviously brains in all these different
fields, by the sheer nature of it, cannot
be concentratcd in any two or tiwree or
half dozen universities; they must be
spread throughout the country; other-
wise, we would not have the good uni-
versities that we do.

I know that we have a very large series
of programs in Colorado, but I have
often wondered why some of the others
do not go there as well, in view of the
capacity that we have. It is possible that
the formula that the Senator is suggest-
ing the National Science Foundation de-
velop would at least show the need for re-
distributing certain types of research
which are now going into the southern
area or the western area or the northern
area; they might be focused in there
deliberately under this type of formula,
is that correct?

Mr. CURTIS. Yes. At least, we would
have the guidance of a qualified scien-
tific group which could appraise all the
talent in the country. Without a doubt.
many of these grants and loans are well
placed. On the other hand, there is no
doubt that many of them could have
been successfully handled elsewhere.
There should be some guidance on it.
some equity and justice injected into the
disbursement of these funds.

Mr. DOMINICK. I believe that the
Senator has brought up a subject which
is, really, of great significance. I would
be happy if the Senator would allow me
to join him as a cosponsor of his reso-
lution.

Mr. CURTIS. I would be very glad to
have the Senator as a cosponsor, and I
thank him.

Mr. DOMINICK. Even  thourh
eventually none of us may agree with the
formula proposed, and I would wish to
reserve my final decision.

Mr. CURTIS. I agree with the Sen-
ator. The National Science Feundation
might disappoint all of us, but, as of now,
I believe it is the proper agency t¢ which
to turn to start this project.

Mr. DOMINICK. I thank the Senator
from Nebraska.

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Nebraska yield?

Mr. CURTIS. I am happy to yield to
the Senator from South Dakota.

Mr. MUNDT. I should like to join
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Domr-
NIck1, and the Senator from Nebraska,
in expressing approval of the approach
which he has made to this very sizable
problem. I am happy to serve as a
cosponsor of the bill. It comes at a most
timely occasion, because the Govern-
ment Operations Committee, of which
the Senator from Nebraska is a member.
has recently created a new subcommit-
tee to conduct what I would not like to
call an investigation, but it is a study in
depth of the whole research program of
Government headed by the distinzuished
Senator from Oklahoma [Mr, Harris|.

Approved For Release 2005/07/13 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000400050007-6



kY

4470
only has the rights of an investigator and
prosecutor but also participates In some com-
mission decislons.

As Mr. Loevinger put 1, the FCC in effect
“has authorized one of the adversary parties
to this proceeding to rule upon objections
filed by the other party, to suggest procedure
to be followed, and to specify the lssues and
the order of consideration of evidence, all
without notice or opportunity for comment
from. the other party.”

Mr. Loevinger has described all this with
such adjectives as unfair, inefficient, unrea-
sonable and impractical. And while he has
drawn the fire of one colleague who doesn’t
think a rate hearing should be run precisely
Uike a court trial, it seems to us the Commis~
sioner has a point.

There can be no quarrel with the FCC’s
investigation of the telephone company’s
rates. The agency is well within its rights
in ordering such a study. And although
AT, & T. stockholders have been displaying
nervousness since the probe began, no damage
to the company’s reputation is likely to
eventuate.

Towever, 1t is a matter of legitimate con-
cern that the company should receive fair-
play during the hearings to come. The way
ground rules are set up now, the match 100ks
pretty one sided.

[From the Chicago Tribune, Feb. 1, 1966]

FOC MemBER DEFENDs TV’'S PROGRAMING:

BUT HE AGREES QuaLITY Is NoT CONSISTENT

Lee Loevinger, Federal Communications
Commissioner, said here yesterday he sees
more danger in a commissioner trying to Im-
pose ideas of programing quality upon tele-
vision stations than in letting TV viewers
and program purveyors work out for them-
selves what will be on the alr.

Loevinger, an assistant attorney general be-
fore he bhecame one of the seven members of
the FCC, gave his views in WGN-TV studios
while being interviewed on “The Government
Role In Broadcasting.” The interview, one
of WGN-TV’s Your Right To Say It serles,
will be televised at 1:30 p.am. Sunday on
channel 8.

TELLS OF QUANTITY

“Sure, I'm concerned that a lot of pro-
grams I think are good are not being shown,
and a lot I don’t thing are so good are on the
atr,” Loevinger saild. “But I see far more
danger in my trying to impose my ideas of
quality than in letting people and purveyors
of television choose on their own.”

Loevinger expressed a bellef that one reason
for poor quality in some television 1s that the
average station now offers 6,000 hours of
programing a year, “‘and you just can’t pro-
duce 6,000 hours of masterpiecés—if you
could, no one could stand to look at them."”

WILL RELY ON NEWS

Asked what he thought American TV may
be like in 10 years, Loevinger sald: “I'll be
surprised if 1% is radically different from to-
day, really.

“Inevitably, TV will come to rely more and

more on news and public affairs programs,

for one reason because of the growing public
conscience of broadcasters, and for another
pecause we are running out of movies.”

VIETNAM

Mr. BOGGS. Mr. President, 2 days
ago I inserted in the ReEcorp four articles
on Vietnam written by Willlam P. Frank,
of the Wilmington, Del.,, News-Journal
papers. )

He has completed his series of percep-
tive articles with two additional install-
ments, and again I would hope to make
his comments available to a larger
audience. Therefore I ask unanimous

consent that they be inserted at this
point in the RECORD. .

There being no objection, the articles
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows: )
[From the Wilmington (Del.) Morning News,

Feh. 28, 1066]

THRFE GOVERNMENTS RULE SouTrtE VIETNAM

(NoTe—This 15 the fifth of a series in
which Willlam P. Frank, who returned earlier
this month from Vietnam, reports his im-
pressions of that nation and its people.)

(By William P, Frank)

South Vietnam has an area slightly larger
than the State of Washington yet it has, in
effect, three governments.

Its population of about 16 million is out-
wardly governed by the Republic of Vietnam.

But both its economy and its daily life are
influenced by the United States. And the
National Liberation Front or Vietcong, which
claims still to have influence over great sec-
tlons of the country, 15 a factor constantly
to be reckoned with.

U.S. officials in Washington Insist this 1s a
Vietnamese war with Amerlcan forces help-
ing the South Vietnamese Government. It
doesn’t take long for an observer to reach the
conclusion that, in actuality, the South Viet-
namese strip along the South China Sea is
being influenced, changed, and affected by
the American forces, backed by millions of
American dollars and American resources.

The accepted capital of the Republic of
Vietnam, with its military congress and mili-
tary rulers, is Salgon.

The American capital ts Washington with
the U.S. Embassy and the command post of
Gen. William C. Westmoreland in Vietnam
a8 subsdiary capitals.

There is no question that headquarters of
the Vietcong forces is Hanol.

To complicate matters In this complex sit-
uation, there are a number of minority
groups in South Vietnam which have been
problems in the past and may still present
problems in the future. Notable among
these are the high-spirited individualistic
Montagnards of the hill country north of
Salgon.

They represent an important group with
thelr own customs, tribal ways, and racial
identity. They speak thelr own language,
have thelr own traditions, and live in an area
vulnerable to guerrilla infiltration.

Dealing with the Montagnards has posed
a thorny problem. Varlous methods have
been tried. Perhaps the most unusual is the
technique of Dr. James Turpin, who operates
his own hospital near the city of Dalat. He
frequently negotiates with the Montagnards
and has found the best approach to them is
through cigars.

go, Turpin gathers clgars from friends and
hands them out to Montagnard chieftians to
gain their attention and friendship.

The extent of the American influence in
the South Vietnamese Government 1s wide
and extremely varied. In additlon to the
armed forces, there are a number of impor-
tant civillan projects under the umbrella of
what was once known as U.S. Operations
Mission, now the U.S. Agency for Interna-
tional Development.

This includes a number of social welfare
projects and a large corps of advisers. It was
interesting to note that while the Americans
are supposed to be the “advisers,” they quite
often “run the show” with the Vietnamese
officials playing either a secondary or sup-
porting role.

During an interview with a high-ranking
officer in the Vietnam Natlonal Police, I asked
to interview William Benson, of Montana,
the top U.S. adviser for the national police.

We drove to the AID bullding.

It was & lttle difficult getting past the
guards and when we arrived in the lobby, we

were not permltted to walk to Benson’s office.
He had to come out to greet us.

After a long discussion with Benson, I got
the deflnite idea that he and his staff actu-
ally were directing the organization of the
Nattonal Police of Vietnam.

The effect of the millions of dollars being
spent by the United States in Vietnam is
apparent to the visitor from the moment he
arrives in the Tan Son Nhut Airport. The
civillan sectlon of the alrport is attractive
and small but beyond the gates sprawls one
of the largest military air bases in the world,
inhabited chiefly by Americans, guarded b
Americans, and used mostly by Americans.

Millions of American dollars have been
and are being spent not only in military
installations but in constructing harbors
and harbor buildings—all directed by Ameri-
cans with Vietnamese employees. Vietnam-
ese now consider it a status symbol to be
employed by the American Government or
by American contractors.

The United States began lts advisory sys-.

tem with the South Vietnamese Government
on a small scale in 1955, with the U.S. Mili-
tary Assistance Advisory Group. It i1s now
one of three dozen alphabetized agencies in
the country. Notable 1s MACV—Military
Assistance Command Vietnam.

The entire economy of Vietnam today de-
pends on American support—from the con-
struction of harbors and facilities to the im-
portation of rice info a country that once
ranked the grain among its chief products.

American money, engineering, and con-
struction people are the mainstays of the
nation. Without them it would collapse
overnight, .

There is practically no unemployment in
South Vietnam, as there was in 1964. In
fact, as the United States steps up its con-
struction program, there may be a man-
power shortage.

One of the curious features of the country
is the role of the Vietcong forces. They not
only harass, terrorize, and fight the Ameri-
cans and South Vietnamese forces but also
exact “taxes” or tribute from American and
native civilians.

It is common knowledge that U.S. civillan
convoys of colstruction materials are halted
at checkpoints by the Vietcong, who get paid
for permitting the convoys to move on un-
damaged. The Vietcong's also intercept food
convoys of natives and elther exact ‘taxes”
or take food for themselves.

At present, the major differences between
U.S. policy and the present government of
South Vietnam revolves around the role the
Vietcong or Communist National Liberation
Front would play at a peace conference.

Prime Minister Nguyen Cao Ky insists he
will have no parts of the Communists.
Americans are saying that, if necessary, the
NLF should be represented.

Observers in Saigon believe that if the Ky
government lasts that long, Washington will
have 1ts way in the end since Washington
is footing practically the entire bill.

[From the Wilmington (Del.) Morning News,
Mar. 1, 19661
NerTuHErR Hawks Nor Doves; SoUTH
waM NEWSMEN TREAD MIDDLE PATH

(NoTe~—This is the last of a series in which
Willlam P. Frank, who returned recently
from Vietnam, reports his Impressions of
that nation and its people.)

(By Willlam P. Frank)

Despite thelr first-hand knowledge of the
war, few members of the 350-member press
corps in South Vietnam can be classified as
either hawks or doves.

Most of the newsmen, representing news-
papers, television, and radio in many coun-
tries of the free world, would more accurately
be described as “railbirds.”

Approved For Release 2005/07/13 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000400050007-6

VIET-,

Approved For Rejeasr ROSANAE RHGAROD67BIMASRD00400050007A6arch 2, 1966

&



March 2, 1966 Approved FanBrieasrsapoRior, 1 &i: EARRPPEIRR0AER000400050007-6

vents him from devoting more than about
3 weeks a year fo inspection tours, he gen-
erally finds about 175 instances of improper
procedures and other faults, including ar-
rogant behavior on the part of officials.

“In Sweden, all officlals must he polite and
helpful,” Mr. Bexelius said. “If they aren’t,
they have committed a fault and can be
prosecuted. As a matter of fact, there were
lots of such prosecutions in the 19th cen-
tury, and I think there is no question that
ihey contributed to the generally correct
lreatment of the public that is characteristic

Swedish officials today. In Sweden, of
urse, we have a state church, and when
7ol look back through the old records you
€ Inany cases of clergymen being prosecuted
'y the ombudsman for treating their parish-
ioners badly. ‘'hat seldom happens any
{onger, though I did have such a case 2 years
g0, Some children called on the rector of
ilieir parish and asked him to conduct a fu-
neral service for their father. The arrange-
menfts were made, but unfortunately there
was a misunderstanding about the time the
service was to be held. When the rector ar-
vived at the church, he found neither the
children nor any other relatives or friends.
‘'his made him angry, and he started the
service anyway. Of consre, he had no right to
110 such a thing, so he was prosecuted and
iined. T don’t remember how much, but the
smount is unimportant. Other clergymen
all aver the country learned aboul that prose-
sution, and the etfect was to encourage them
Lo be courteous to everyone, regardless of age
or position. Nowadays, it is more likely to
he judges than churchmen who are guilty of
sriogance.  T'wice in the past 5 years T have
vl to prosecute judges who I discovered
during my inspection tours had been im-
polite to witnesses appearing before them in
rourt.  Bach had ta pay a fine of 1.500 crowns,
mrahbont 8300, which is quite a lot. At least,
Lis enough to make other judges think twice
uefore losing their toempers in conrt.”

T'he other cases that the JO undertakes on
als own initiative-- nbout 26 a year— are the
result of reporis he has read in the news-
papers. A few monihs ago, Mr. Bexelius re-
culled, he happened to see a short newspaper
sbory about a new private dwelling of rather
unusial construction that had been designed
by an architect employed by a town-planning
sgency.  Since architects on the agency’s
puyroll are not permitted to do outside work,
ihe JO started an investigation, and he found
that about 50 of the architects regularly em-
ployved by the agency had accepted bprivate
commissions.  “T had intended to prosecute
ihe chief of the ageney, but after T started
the investigation, he became sick with
tleers,” Mr. Hexelius said. “He told me it
wits my fault, so I stupped with a reprimand.
{ was satisfied with that, because T had al-
‘eady  brought evervthing out into the
upen——how many outside jobs the architects
v the ageney had had, how much they had
sarned from those jobs—everything. The
prople got the whole story.”

Ol all the case handled by the JO's office in
ihe course of n year, only five, on Lhe aver-
ane, are prosecuted in the courts. Last year,
re were rour. Al were actions against ad-
ministrative officials, including the chairman
oi a housing counci) for being gencrally neg-
lirent, in the running of his office, the chair-
wan of a child-welfare council for.improperly
rommitting a father who had been lax in
contributing to the support of his children,
#id o publie prosecutor for failing to inform
the court during a ecriminal trial that a
: ¢'s witlless had committed perjury. The
fsurth ecase grew out of an item that Mr.
exelius saw in a newsnpaper about a one-day
sreursion to Paris that a Swedish charter-
virline company had staged for promotion
nurposes.  The article said that many promi-
1ent people had been aboard but mentioned

No. 37—

14

very few names. His interest piqued, Mr.
Bexelius secured a passenger list and found
that among the freeloaders was a high of-
ficial of the National Board of Civil Avia-
tion. Looking further into the matter, he
discovered that the airline’s application for
a renewal of its license was pending hefore
the board at :he time of the trip. He also
learned that the officlal who went on the
junket had recelved permission to do so
from the chief of the board. “So I prose-
cuted both the chief and the officiai who
made the trip, and they were both fined,”
Mr. Bexelius sidd. “I know both these men.
They are very honorable, ol course. Cer-
talnly they would not be influenced by « one-
day trip to Paris. But they are just not al-
lowed to do such things. They shall not
be in a position to be grateful to any person
or any company. They shall be indeper:dent.
Otherwise, people cannot have confiderice in
them or their agency, or even, to a certain
extent, in any authority.”

I asked Mr. Bexelius whether, in view of the
number of times he is obliged to take action
agalnst people of his acquantance, he finds
that being the JO has a limiting eflect on his
social life,

He laughed. “No, I wouldr't say so.” he
replied. “Of course, many of my friends
have been angry with me. Often, when I
have to criticize a judge, he is a man with
whom I have worked in court and know
very, very well. Naturally, I don't like to
criticize him, but I must. The ombudsman
cannot be concerned about his populirity.
It is no secret that high offiicals in Sweden—
all of them-—dislike the ombudsman. They
say that he is always interfering in things
he doesn't know anything about, and that
they could do their jobs better if he would
stop meddling, and so on. But all ‘heir
grumbling does:1’t mean a thing, Everyhody
knows that it ls necessary to have an om-

budsman.”
e —

RETIREMENT OFfF JOHN O'ROURKE,
EDITOR CF THE WASHINGTON
DAILY NEWS

Mr. MONRONEY. Mzy. President, John
O’Rourke, longtime editor of the Wash-
ington News, has decided to face the
hazards which retirement holds fcr a
man still bursting with young ideas.

For 30 years, Washington has had the
benefits of his reports and comments.
He produced an excellent newspaper.
He set a pattern of brevity. He insisted
on copy that was lively and interesting.
He mirrored the exciting times he lived
through and felt with the rest of us. He
uncovered the shoddy and dramatized
the positive. He made rare contribu-
tions to good government and to the
newspaper business.

The Washington Post, one of his long-~
time competitors, paid him tribute in an
editorial and I ask unanimous consent
for insertion of the editorial into the
RECORD.

There heing 1o objeetion, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the REccan,
as follows:

[From the Wagaington Post, Mar, 2, 1963

AN EpiTOR RETIRES

John T. ORourke was editor of ihe
Washingion Daily News for nearly 30
years and his retirement ends an era in
Washington journalism. The three decacles
in which he served at the top of his pro-
Tession were exciting clecades for Washington,
for the country, and for the world, John
O'Rourke enjoyed the excitement and nar-

"
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ticipated in the life of his times with zest
and enthusiasm.

He was in the best tradition of his craft.
He was a good writer. He had a sharp nose
for news. He had a heart easily stirred by
misfortune and a temper easily roused by
injustice or wrongdoing. His mind was alert
to developments in many fields-—aviation,
art, and music were within the range cf his
most intense interest.

For many years he has been a leading fig~
ure in the Inter-American Press Association.
He is known and admired by editors through-
out Central America and South America. He
has labored to lift up the standards of his
profession. He has struggled to increase
understanding among Americans North and
South. He has fought for a free press
throughout the hemisphere. His calleagues
in Washington cherish him as a friend and
respect him as a keen newspaper competitor,

VIEWS OF FCC COMMISSIONER
LOEVINGER

Mr. HARTKE. Mr. President, Com-
missioner Lee Locvinger, of the Federal
Communications Commission, has re-
cently on separate occasions spoken out
in two areas of the Commission’s con-
cern. One statement was with regard
to the role of the Common Carvier
Bureau in the rate inquiry proceedings
dealing with the American Telephone &
Telegraph Co. The Washington Evening
Star commented on his views in an edito-
rial of January 29 entitled “An Odd Kind
of Court.”

The other area of Mr. Loevinger’s pub-
lic concern, voiced in an interview on
“The Government Role in Broadcasting,”
dealt with television programing. The
Chicago Tribune of February 1 reported:

Mr. Loevinger finds far more danger in my
trying to impose my ideas of quality ithan
in letting people and purveyors of lelevision
choose on their own.

In both of these approaches Commis-
sioner Loevinger is showing an approach
which tries to preserve rights which can
be exercised by industry with a minimum
of FCC intervention. I ask unanimous
consent that the two items to which I
have referred be printed in the Con-
GRESSIONAL REcCORD.

There being no objection, the editorial
and article were ordered to be printed
in the Recorbp, as follows:

[From the Washington (D.C.) Evening Star,
Jan. 29, 1966]

AN Opp KIND OF COURT

A private citizen haled into court might
properly feel some wuneasiness if he found
the prosecutor privately meeting with the
judge to suggest how the trial might be run,
even to ruling on objections and tinkering
with the way evidence could be submitted.

Yet that is roughly the position in which
the American Telephone & Telegraph Co.
finds itself in the current rate proceedings
before the Federal Communications Commis-
sion. True enough, a regulatory agency isn't
a court, and the affair is being billed as on
investigation, not a trial. But the whole
business apparently is a close enough parallel
to have brought a stinging objection from one
of the FCC Commissioners, Lee Loevinger, Lo
the way the agency plans to run the hear-
ings.

What disturbs both Mr. Loevinger and A.T.
& T. is the role of the Common Carrier
Bureau, an arm of the FCC. The bureau not
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4 pavorable expressions for the Vietcong,
Hanol, or North Vietham are rare, but the
newsmen—most of them Americans—are
often critical of the United States and South
Vietnam war efforts. The newsmen also take
verbal potshots at the social welfare pro-
grams undertaken by the United States and
its allies in this war.

Because they have been exposed to the vast
American installations representing millions
of dollars and to the immense array of men
and battle equipment, the newsmen are con-
vinced that the Vietnamese economy is com-~
pletely dependent on the United States.

Occasionally, a newsman can be heard ex-
pressing his opinion that the war should be
expanded, but we didn’t hear any comments
from reporters regarding the United States
getting out of Vietnam.

Many newsmen, some of them 2-year vet-~
erans of the war, are not impressed with the
U.S. effort as it now exists. Some believe the
enclave 1dea will work.

The newsmen have this in common: They
are depressed by the number of . Amerlcans
killed or wounded and thel are fearful that

these numbers will continue on the increase.,

. They know the ugly side of the war is getting
worse, .

Newsmen who attend the daily briefings in
the small, air-conditioned theater in the
Joint U.S. Public Affalrs Office (JUSPAO) in
the heart of Salgon are constantly pestering
U.S. officials who persist in glving scanty anhd
sometimes obscurely worded reports.

It is not uncommon at these briefings to
hear reporters, just in from the battlefield,
tell more about what went on during a spe-
cific action than the briefers.

While the reporters appreciate the spot the
briefers are in, nonetheless, some Newsmen
ask them questions like these: “How light
are light casualtities?”’ “What's the differ-
ence between a Vietcong atrocity and a Viet-
cong outrage?” or “When is a hut that's been
burned not a home for someone but a Viet-
cong installation?”

When pushed Into a corner, the briefers
often agree to release more information pro-
vided 1t is regarded as “background data”
and should be used only without attribution.

All in all, the news corps has a friendly
relationship with the American military of-
ficials, principally because the military au-
thorities have not clamped down any broad
censorship, and appear to be trylng to do
thelr best to accommodate the press in get-
ting stories.

In the field, the newsmen wear fatigues,
bhoots, and always carry canteens. I only saw
one carry a revolver—a televislon man re-
spounsible for a lot of camera equipment.

As in all other areas of news reporting,
journalists who have been in Vietnam for a
long time have established mutual trust with
military authorities. This pays off.

Towever, service to the press varies with
the branches of the service.

For example, with the 1st Infantry Divi-
sion, the “darlings” of the press section, were
newsmen from Birmingham, Ala., because
Birmingham had recently “adopted” the 1st
Infantry Divislon and the newspaper there
were giving the division depth coverage.

With the 1lst Cavalry Division, the press
sectlon was cooperatlve all right, but priority
went to a battery of writers and photograph-
ers from the big television networks.

On the other hand, because Bill Snead and
I were to be in Vietnam for only 3 weeks
and were always on the go, we didn’t have
time to develop news contacts with any one
group. :

This, however, did not count with the U.8.
Marines at Da Nang. They treated us as if
we were in a position to give. them just as
much coverage as the Assoclated Press or
the United Press International.

The same went for the press section of the
7th Fleet stationed in Saigon. They put at
the disposal of Snead, & German Newspaper-

man, and myself a two-engine plane that
landed atop the alrcraft carrier, Ticonderoga.

Had we been able to stay in Vietnam
longer, we could have gotien out to the other
vessels of the fleet on the same basis.

‘A few American newsmen express some acd-
miration for the Vietnamese but chiefly when
o Vietnamese news source will give them
valuable tips.

Tvery newsman in Saigon has two identi-
fication cards. One is the yellow, with red
stripes, a Vietnamese press card which he
never uses.

The other 1s the valuable blue press card,
issued by .the U.S. Defense Department. It
is the magic key to many doors. Without his
blue card, a newsman might as well be in
limbo.

The blue press card gets him into the
PpX’s, the officers’ open messes, and past
some of the tightest security guards.

It 1s also his ticket for military planes
when they are available. A newsman can go
into practically any U.S. air terminal In
South Vietnam, show his blue press card,
and get a ride, if there 1s room. He can make
regervations for planes in advance and not be
bumped, regardless of the military . walting
1tst.

The Amerlcan newsman will be flown into
a combat zone—if he wants to and if a plane
or hellcopter is avallable—but getting out is
something else. There are priorities, partic-
ularly for the wounded, of course.

Wwith very few exceptlons, an American
news photographer can take pictures any-
where in South Vietnam, except inside the
U.S. Embassy and around certaln types of
planes and in the vicinity of certaln kinds
of artillery bunkers.

No one censors rcporters’ storles nor the
work of photographers. However, there 18
security on information that is glven on a
hold for release basis. A reporter who vio-
lates this agreement will get into trouble, bub
this 1s true almost anywhere.

Two briefings for the press are held each
day. One 1s at the Vietnam press head-
quarters in downtown Saigon, usually well
attended but not always profitable as far as
news is concerned.

Half an hour later, the U.S. briefings are
held in the Joint U.S. Public Affalrs Office
Building, always well attended.

It is also in that bullding where the news-
men make thelr contacts for going out into
the field to contact the varlous dlvisions.
The building also has a press lounge where
some newsmen pick up thelr mail, and can
meet friends and news contacts.

The Americans who run JUSPAO have such
trust in the press that the building is never
closed. Newsmen can wander ln and out any
time of the day.

T have seen Vietnamese civlliang seeklng to
enter the bullding, present thelr identifica~-
tion cards but they are still searched.

Some of them who carry packeges have to
open them for scrutiny. I have never seen
an American frisked.

Because of the problem of communications,
not too many American newsmen assoclate
with Vietnamese officials although the Viet-
nam press offclals are extremely helpful to
newsmen who want to meet Vietnamese per-
sonalitles in government,

Neither the Vietnamese general police nor
military pollce interfere with the goings and
comings of the American newsmen.

While a newsman has to stop to identlfy
himself before an American MP, at a secu-
rity checkpoint, I have seen American news-
men whiz past Vietnamese police and yell,
“Press.”

On the night, however, when the top-
ranking Vietnamese officlals left the Saigon
alrport for Honolulu to meet President John-
son, I saw a Vietnamese MP try to push an
Amerlcan photographer back.

The photographer struggled with the sol-
dier and continued taking plctures. This
would not have happened hed the military
policeman been an American.

" OPERATION HELPING HAND

Mr. FONG. Mr. President, as residents
of the American State closest to Viet-
nam, Hawaii’s people react sensitively—
like many Americans elsewhere—to the
hardships being endured by the dis-
tressed people of Vietnam. They are
concerned that they are not doing all
that they might to ease the suffering of
destitute civilians in Vietnam villages.

Recently, a project called Operation
Helping Hand was started in Hawail, Tt
is being administered by the 25th In-
fantry Division, whose “Tropic Light-
ning” soldiers are stationed at Schofield
Barracks in Hawaii. The Division’s 2d
Brigade, recently assigned to Vietnam
and already engaged in combat, is dis-
tributing truckloads of needed articles
collected in Hawaii to Vietnamese fam-
ilies.

The response on the part of Hawail’s
people to Operation Helping Hand has
been truly gratifying. Government offi-
cials, National Guardsmen, Boy Scouts,
war veterans, schoolchildren, business
firms, and thousands of private citizens
joined in the massive drive and donated
tons of materials. They included soap,
toothbrushes, books, pencils, working
tools, children’s clothing, health and
sanitation goods, foodstuffs, and train-~
ing aids for vocational schools.

The donated items were assembled at
schools, fire stations, supermarkets and
other points, then transported to sev-
eral warehouses. Soon they will be ship-
ped to southeast Asia, to augment smaller
collections sent earlier.

In addition, substantial cash contribu-
tions were collected.

The close cooperation between the
military and the civilian communities in
Hawaii made this joint undertaking a
splendid success. I am pleased to re-
port that Operation Helping Hand is al-
ready bringing aid and comfort to the
hard-pressed Vietnamese people. At the
same time the project is helping to build
closer bonds of understanding with the
Vietnamese people.

An informative article on the impact
of Operation Helping Hand in Vietnam
has been published in the Honolulu Star-
Bulletin of February 25, 1966, under the
headline “25th Delivers Gifts.”

I also wish to call attention to an edi-
torial in the Honolulu Advertiser which
appeared on February 15, 1966, shortly
before the drive began. These articles
reflect the enthusiasm and support which
the newspapers and all other groups and
individuals in the community gave Op-
eration Helping Hand.

I ask wunanimous consent that the
articles be printed at this point in the
RECORD. .

There being no objection, the articles
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

[From the Honolulu Advertiser,
Feb. 15, 19661
HeLPING HAND IN VIETNAM

Hawall gets a chance in a few days to put
its help where it will do immediate and
potentially far-reaching good in Vietnam.

Approved For Release 2005/07/13 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000400050007-6



4472

The 25th Infantry Division's Operation
ticlping Hand is getting underway next
week, and the people of Hawail are offered
u full partnership.

The fitate and county governments are
supporting the drive.

The idea is to collect in Hawaii the many
hundreds of daily household groods we take
tor granted—but which are badly needed in
Vielnam--and ship them to the 25th in
Vietnam.

The soldiers will use -the goods to help
the Vietnamese people and to win friends in
Lhe villapes.

This {riendship is a vital weapon for our
troops and the South Vietnamese Govern-
taent in combating the Communists,

Items 1o be collected February 25, 26, and
27 ineclude such things as s0ap, saws, nails,
hammers, shovels, sewing material, sporting
cquipment, toothbrushes, and other health-
rzlated aids, coloring boeoks and crayons and
other toy items.

A list was published in the Sunday paper
aud will be repeated. Cash donations are
also needed.

The recent, Honnlulu summit talks with
Tresident Johnson and the South Vietnamese
leaders put a great deal of siress on the
“other war,” the political war to win the
loyalty of the people.

Ib is just this that Operation Helping
Tiand is concerned with, and it offers Hawaii
a chance fo participate in some shirt sleeve
diplomacy.

The 2ALh Division, which began moving
from Schofield Barracks the first of the year,
cills the items “ammunition for peace” to
win the villagers over.

Brig. Gen. Glenn D. Walker, of the 25th,
makes the point that while the villagers
aren’t hostile, they aren't always friendly.

Hince petting cooperation is vital to the
kind of war we're fichting in Vietnam, Oper-
ation Helping Hand is no small matter. Tt
could mean a real difference in the security
o1 many met there.

Hawail feels especially close to what's go-
iryg on in Vietnam, as the response to earlier
drives of this kind has shown. ‘The 25th
is composed of “our boys,” as are the Kaneohe
Marines who went to Vietnam earlier.

Collectinn points for the drive will be at
fire stations, public schools, and most super-
markets.

Start saving some of the mneeded items
now, and be ready next week to help both
our fighting forces and the Vietnamese peo-
ple caught in a long and bitter war.

1irom the Honolulu Star-Bulletin.
eb. 25, 1966]
f'eorm rar ISLANOS TO VIRFNAM ! 25T
erIvers GIFTs
{By Dale Kenery)

Uuerr, VimrNaM.—The hostility of villagers
in Haunghia Province, 20 mlles northwest of
Saigon, melted into smiles today when trucks
from the 2d Brigade, 25th Infantry Division,
poured into the hamlet of Bacha laden with
clothing, reading material, and other supplies
[rom the people of Hawaii.

'he shipment is the first in a massive effors
throughout the entire Aloha State to help
the Vietnamese people in the 25th Infantry
Division's Operation Helping Hand.

'Uhe soap, school supplies, sewing materials,
and clothing were delivered to the children
of Minh-tan School, which is in Bacha, a
smuall relacation village for refugees wha have
iled from North Vietnam.

in accepting the materials for his men
[rom A Tronp, 3d squadron, 4th Cavalry, Col.
Lynwond M. Johnson, Jr.. 2d Brigade com-
mander, said, “With these items and our
medical ald program, we will be able to really
convinee the people of our sincere desire to
assist them.

“The members of the 2d Brigade send sin-
cere thanks and aloha to the residents of
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Hawai. for furnishing supplies that will
greatly benefit the Vietnamese families.”

Helping Hand was launched over a month
A0 under & program conceived by ‘Tropic
Tightning Commander Maj. Cien. Fred C.
Weyand, who recently informed Hawali resi-
dents that their contributions will be car-
ried along with ammunition and rations and
will be personally given to the South Viet-
namese pecple.

To date, the 25th Las received the active
support. of all communities, Gov. John
A. Burns, of Hawaii, Honolulu Mayor Neal S.
Blaisdell, and the city counci, the Hawaii
Metropolitan Jaycees, and a numwber of com-
mercial concerns anxious to Zive Hawali’s
awn division support in helping the Viet-
namese pecple.

An estimated 18,000 pounds of materials
were shipped from Hawnii lasi week as a
resnlt of the Jaycees’ offorts throughout the
State.

Weyand recently emphasized “In our as-
sistance program in Victnam we have already
learned that medical supplies which heal
the prrsant and his family can be as valu-
able as artillery shells and s cake of soap for
a Vietramese family more effective than a
bullet expended against the enemy.

“Tn short, Helping Hand will bo an exten-
sion of our aloha to the people of Vietnam.

“Charity is not our goal. Iustead, man
lending a helping hand to his fellow man is
what the Tropic Lightning soldier will use
to secure the frxiendship so necessary in a
country where suspicion and distrust are
commonplace.”

THE NEW ENGLAND REGIONAL
COMMISSION

Mr. KENNEDY of Massach:usetts. Mr.

. President, today the Secretary of Com-

merce designated the six New England
States as an economic development re-
gion under title V of the Public Works
and Economic Development Act of 1965.
By so doing the Secretary hus formally
extended an invitation to these six
States to form a New England regional
commission. This commissici will study
both the assets and the deficiencies of
fhe region and determine the steps nee-
cssary to insure the future economic
growth and stability of the entire area.

What was begun today ha: been the
anpe of the New England congresslonal
delegation and interested eitizens for a
dozen years or more. Tt alsn marks a
change in our thinking as to how best to
bring the reality of nationa! economie
growth to every area of the country.

The New England States comprise the
oldest regional civilization and economy
in the United States. They have been
bound together histerically and identi-
fied as one in their contributions to our
Nation’s history and development. Un-
fortunately, théy have also been bound
together in suffering the problems of eco-
nomic cecline. At one time New Eng-
land was the center of our Nation’s ship-
ping and fishing industry; at one time
this region provided the techriology to
clothe the Nation; at one time the peo-
ple of this area were looked upon as the
mest eflicient, productive, and energetic
producers in our Nation. They still are.
But events have occurred, in most in-
stances totally beyond their control, that
lessened the opportunities to use their
skills and energies. As a resull we have
suffered the loss of many talented peo-
ple—especially the potentia! of our
youth,
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No member of the New England con-
gressional delegation has ever made the
case that our region was fully debilitated,
nor has it ever been suggested that our
economic life was in need of a massive
Federal program. But it has becn rec-
ognized that down through Lhe years we
have suffered obstacles to growth that
have left us with persistent economic
weak spots that constantly hamper ef-
forts at revitalization.

The first major recognition of New
England’s need for Federal assistance in
meeting its own problems was stated by
Senator Kennedy in the spring of 1953.
In 3 days of discussion before the U.S.
Senate he detailed those subtle weak-
nesses in New England’s economic struc-
ture that constantly held us down, re-
gardless of overall national economic
growth. He stressed then as we stress
now, that the strengths of New England
surpass our weaknesses, and that our
people need only to coordinate their eco-
nomiec energies as a region to overcome
years of decline.

After more than 3 years of experience
with the area redevelopment approach
it became apparent that, helpful as ARA
was in promoting economic growth in
specific communities, long-term growth
of the community demanded a broader
approach. A change in emphasis was
needed from that of complete reliance on
programs designed to rescue single arecas
fully depleted to accelerating entire re-
glons to meet their potential. There was
a recognition that only when every re-
gion of our country is progressing at a
rate similar to our national advance
would the benefits of prosperity reach
each individual.

I had the opportunity to express the
need for a coordinated economic growth
brogram among States in a Senate speech
last February. I announced then that
in discussions with the President, and
members of his administration. I had re-
ceived assurances that this new approach
to regional development was heing pre-
pared for presentation to the Congress—
and that the New England region would
be included in any program eventually
developed.

When the Economic Development Act
was Introduced in March, I was proud to
cosponsor the measure and to begin work
with my New England senatorial col-
leagues in preparing the case for our six
States.

As a result of a thorough study of the
New England economy, In terms of the
guidelines proposed in the administra-
tion’s bill, by regional experts at Boston
University, the New England Senators
were fully prepared to present the case
for a development commission to the
Secretary of Commerce on the date of
the bill’s passage.

This cooperation at the congressional
level is today fully reflected in the ac-
tions of the New England Governors in
accepting the Secretary’s invitation to
form a commission.

We now look to the future and the
promise of coordination and agreement
among several States for the ecconomic
benefit of all, regardless of boundaries
within the region. For the first time we
will be charting a course of cconomic
action from a New England point of
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view.- We will look to our basic resources,
find those areas in which we have the
advantage, and then move t0 maximize
that advantage. This can be done by in-
tegrating the separate plans and pro-
grams of State and Federal agencies, and
where development gaps remain we can
seek new legislative solutions.

Long-range plans can be made to free
our rivers from pollution and relieve our
cities from the burden of urban blight.
We can guarantee the preservation of
those things that are considered unique
to New England—our beautiful open
spaces, our forests, lakes, and coastal
areas.

The revitalization of our region will
call back the many who have left and
attract new manpower. The people of
New England, their technical skills and
the institutions and enterprises they have
created will continue to be considered an
enviable resource. Their presence will at-
tract increased private investment and
productive capacity to our area so that
a broad-based stability will be created.

The problems of New England power,
susceptible as we have seen to failure,
can be reexamined to determine better
ways in which to bring cheaper and more
efficient power into our region,

Transportation networks can fiourish,
especially in rail freight and air travel.
Rapid transit systems can be developed
to insure the efficient and safe transit of
people in and out of major urban areas.

These and other basic resource prob-
lems are in desperate need of study and
coordination. And the people of New
England who have long waited for their
use of the opportunities that our region
could offer are now assured by today’s
activities of an economic future that will
parallel our Nation’s progress.

THE BIG PICTURE IN VIETNAM

Mr, BYRD of West Virginia. Mr.

President, a series of articles in recent
issues of the Review, the bimonthly pub-
lication of the Defense Supply Assocla-
tion, deals with the existing situation in
Vietnam, and, I believe, casts a reveal-
ing light on the urgency to complete con-
ference action on legislation, passed
yesterday by the Senat€, to provide fiscal
1966 supplemental authorizations for
military procurement. *
. The author of these articles, Lt. Gen.
Andrew T. McNamara, U.S. Army, re-
tired, is presently editor of the Review
and executive vice president of the De-
fense Supply Association, an organization
headquartered in Washington, D.C.,
which is composed of officers of the
Armed Forces, key civillans in the Fed-
eral Government, and leaders of indus-
try. This association disseminates pro-
fessional information concerning supply
and related activities of the Department
of Defense,

General McNamara is one of our Na-
tion’s foremost experts in the field of
logistics, having formerly served as the
Quartermaster General, U.S. Army, and
as the first Director of the Defense Sup-
ply Agency, a combined procurement and
supply agency of the armed services.
This Agency was created under the di
rectorship of the present Secretary of

Defense in the early days of the Ken-
nedy administration as part of the
streamlining of the functions of the De-
partment of Defense.

Because of the authoritative back-
ground from which General McNamara
speaks, I fecl his remarks merit the at-
tention of the membership of the Senate.

I ask unanimous consent that these
articles be printed in the Recorp at this
point.

There being no objection, the articles
were ordercd to be printed in the REcorbp,
as follows: ‘ ]
[From the Review, January-February, 1968]

Many Americans have a mistaken view
of how our policy was shaped in Vietnam.
“Why force this on us?” they ask.

It is true that a percentage of American
people want to know why we are involved
in Vietnam. This feeling exists in spite of
a wealth of reasons from responsible leaders
of our country.

It’s visible in many walks of life. The lat-
est and probably most publicized is the
youth effort coupled with demonstrations
of questionable alleglance. The fact that
Vietnam 1s remote from our shores adds to
the fuzziness in their minds.

Contrariwlse they cannot reason that
fallure to stop infringement of rights in
other countries wlll incvitably lead to the
challenge of these same democratic ideals
but this time is will be in our country.

In addition they reason that we have trou-
bles at home that are not yet solved. Thus
they conclude hastily and erroneously that
we are wrongfully In Vietnam, and on and
on and on.

They run to words. Surely it must be ap-
parent if they are students that the United
States of America as a country is now inter-
national both in stature as well as commit-
ment. It should be equally clear that com-
munism 1s not confined to the borders of the
Soviet Unlon.

If they are not students but merely mal-~
contents, then there are several areas of
action for them. They can continue their
actions and perhaps galn sufficlent volce so
that law may be passed which would satisfy
them. They could Join peaceful efforts in
other couniries where thelr sensitive na-
tures might it better perhaps than here.
(But they should realize that they could
lose thelr right to express themselves in
countries other than this if they prefer to
leave us.)

But surely student or malcontent must
realize that the United States was founded on
{the basis of freedom and justice. Since this
is 50, 1t 15 right and also just that of all na-
tions, the United States should defend the
principles of democracy, if not advance them.

Who would object to this? Certainly the
proponents of communism would, Therefore,
where the rights of freemen are being
usurped it Is proper that our Natlon be pres-
ent to align ourselves with those that seek
the same ideals which created this Nation.

This great Nation of ours is not attempt-
Ing to explolt Vietnam. It sceks to contribute
to the stabllity of Vietham.

It does not seck to do this by military
means. It does seek to help the Vietnamese
keep their independence, The presence of
our troops and the loss of our men together
with thelr Vietnamese comrades who are also
suffering will accomplish this and in addi-
tlon will serve warning that we want peace
and freedom for all men. We Americans
want it everywhere,

The three Presidents who have supported
our policy have merely called the hand of
communism which is steadily attempting to
spill into areas not yet under their control.
Our Congress has not involved us in an inter-
national scene, and thls Nation is not being
forced to consume such a policy.
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We Americans want freedom In Vietnam
Just as surely as we want our own independ-
ence—and we want it for others wherever
they live. .

C. T. McNAMARA,

VIETNAM

(By Lt. Gen. A. T, McNamara, USA, retired,
executive vice president, Defense Supply
Assoclation)

. One of the comments frequently heard

‘relative to South Vietnam and its problems

with guerrillas for us pertains to its borders.

Various statements are made that means
must exist of closing the international bor-
ders of a country, This would stmplify the
problem and localize the guerrillas to thaose
who are within the troubled country.

But a quick look at the map of Vietnam
shows that the suggested action isn’'t quite
as slmple & job as the statement. In fact
1t’s & real problem when you look at the
length of the border and the type of border
which exists in SBouth Vietham. It’s roughly
the distance between Washington and Los
Angeles and better than half faces the sea.
This border is perforated by rivers through-
out and with large swampy areas in addition
in the south or delta reglion. The border
adjolning the neighboring countries is not
well defined and is very woody,

To treat the guestion we sought an ex-
pression from a young captain of infantry,
an obvious graduate of the Infantry School
at Fort Benning and who had recent ex-
posure to the teachings from the John F.
Kennedy Cenfer at Fort Bragg. Incldentally,
more expressions from other levels will be
developed in future issues.

His answer was short and incisive, There
are means to accomplish just such a thing
and, of course, it simplifies the problem
greatly if borders can be sealed, But it's a
tough job, he said.

It seemed almost like attending a school
to have him list assumptions, such as when:

(2) neighboring countries are sympathetic
to the Insurgents; ’

(b) the bordering natlons are capable of
supplying mainly by land;

(c) the boundaries are heavily vegetated,
mountainous and not clearly defined;

(d) the majority of citizens are loyal to
the government body in power;

(e) money, troops and resources are avail~
able to the existing government;

(f) the natlons supporting and supplying
the country do not desire to provoke inter-
national incidents with bordering nations;

(g) nuclear weapons won't be employed.

On the top of these assumptions he out-
lined some facts which bore directly on
the problem as he saw it, such as when:

(a) the terraln is difficult and vegetation
is dense. This would favor guerrilla move-
ments and the ease of their resupply;

(b) the amount of assistance and re-
sources obtalned from any sympathetic bor-
dering nation is substantial.

His discussion on terrain was fascinating.
In difficult terrain and dense vegetation two
measures popped readily to his tongue; i.e.,
saturate the difficult terrain wtih troops and
defollate the heavily vegetated areas. To
defollate, would enable friendly forces to
check more readily for hiding areas and.es-
cape routes. Our Nation, since it’s covered
with crab grass and broad-leafed weeds,
should have a means to defollate areas with
some assurance of success.

A search was made and some plctures were
found that show that our modern chemistry
had Indeed the capability of defoliating dense
vegetation,

As a matter of fact about 8,000 acres of
mangrove forest which paralleled about 650
miles of rivers, canals and roads were sprayed.
The thought was to clear the vegetation from
the sides of these arteries and thus give bet-
ter visibility to our pilots.
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About a month after spraying, the areas
were checked and it was perfectly obvious
that practically all the vegetation in the
sprayed arcas was dead or dying and almost
cemplete defoliation had resulted.

Our captain was by now thoroughly
warmed up to his subject. Terrain, he ex-
pliined, helps insurgent forces. This 1s so

because it ean be rugged and difficult, it can
he mountainous or swampy or it can be be-
cause of vepetation and therefore the efort
must be expended to defoliate.

Ile talked of the hills of Kiangs{, the
mountains of Greece, the Sierra Maestra, the
swamps of the Plain of Reeds in Cochin-
(hina, the paddy fields of Tonkin, the jungle
of Malaya—all of which give strong advan-
tapes to the insurgents.

‘tarning  to ancther problem, we must
understand that to occupy areas such as these
recuires large forces of men. It is realized,
of course, that a country cannot at one time
be entirely saturated., It has to be by areas.
wien this bappens the insurgents or guer-
rillas merely {ade elsewhere. It's like squeez-
ing a soft balloon. The air merely pops into
thwe ends. 'This was true in the Peloponnese
which had been a guerrilla stronghold. When
she area was snturated with loyal troops, the
puerrillas raerely moved to the Grammos
area. (6 was simple for the guerrillas but
hard for the loyal troops since it requirved a
ratio of 7 to 1 loyal troops to guerrillas.

1he picture became really clear as the
captain said things can be accomplished but
it’s hard and costly in effort.

To be able to seal borders would help
rreatly because it woulld limit the enemy’s
freedom of action beyond the borders, This
trecdom hag bheen one of the main factors
which determined the duration of conflict
in previous puerrilla wars. CGreece was un-
able to erush their Communist insurgents
until Yugosiavia no longer served as a sup-
port base to these armed bands who were
(ighting on Greek soil. It was equally true
when the ¥French were fighting the Viet-
minh who were able to make use nf bases in
Ching. To seal international borders they
must be clearly definable. Many obstacles
have to be erccted. No gaps can be per-
mitted insofar as surveillance is concerned.
All means must he utilized to prevent pene-
tration of the border. This of course In-
cindes diplomatic intervention.

I eonclusion one ean reason that dense
vegatation can be stripped of its foliage en-
abling a satisfactory amount of observation,
but apparently the only satisfactory way to
deny difficult, terrain from unwanted en-
croachment is to physically occupy that ter-
rain. TIn addition, in order for a nation to
survive strong internal insurgency move-
ment, it must seal itsell off from outside in-
tervention symmrathetic to the insurgents.

As the captain said: "“In Vietnam, that's a
sough job. Remember the length of that
border.

It might ke appropriate now to take a
eclosor look at Lthe land in Vietnam.,

VIETNAM——ITS LAND

Vietnam is an old country, one of several
located on the peninsula known as southeast
Asin, Tt was conquered by the Chinese in
the year AI. 200 and dominated by them
roughly 800 years before the Vietnamese
broke away to rule themselves for some 400
years,

About 100 years ago, several Eurcopean na-
tions established ecolonial possessions in that
area. Only Thailand remained independent
arouzhout this period of colonial develop-
ment. The other seven mnations have
achieved their independence since World War
11. During that war, the Japanese Army in-
vaded and occupied the whole area. The
allied victory did not bring peace to that
part of the world. One by one the colonial
powers surcrendeved their claims either vol-
untarily or in response to the nationalists®
movements.,
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When the French moved into this area in
the late 1800’s, the Vietnamese were called
Annamites and their kingdom cncompassed
the ares that is now North and South Viet-
nam, & part of Lacs and a part of Combodia.
These were three of the postwar nations
that had emerged from the former French
Indochina. French rule ended in 1954 and
the area was divided by the Geneva accords.
Let me write about the Geneva agreements
for the moment.

Preser:t at the conference were the United
States, the Soviet Union, Great Britain,
France, Communist China, Laos. Cambodia,
South Vietnam, and the Communist Viet-
minh regime of North Vietnam.

The U.S. delegation did not tike part in
dral{ing the Geneva agreements and did not
sign thern. The United States was present to
show its concern for the future «f southeast
Asia. In addition, the United States issued
a separaze declaration that we would abide
by the agreements just as if we had signed
them ard would regard any v:olation by
other parties as a sericus threat to interna-
tional peace and security.

Under these agreements, Vietnam was
divided near the 17th parallel into two
roughly equal zones. The agreements pro-
vided thuat at a suitable time general elec-
tions to establish a united government would
be held throughout Victnam. They have
never been held.

The Geneva agreements further provided
that everyone in Vietnam would be free to
decide in which of the two zones he wished
to live. More than 900,000 quickly left their
homes in the north and moved to the south
below the 17th parallel and the figure has
grown to wcll over a million.

Souin Vietnam today consists ¢f 44 Prov-
inces roughly comparable to our ijlates and
242 districts which are similar to our coun-
ties.

South Vietnam's 66,060 square miles is
about 12 percent larger than Gecrgia's 59,-
000 square miles. It is a long narrow coun-
try shaped somewhat like a banana. It has
a land and sea border some 2,200 miles long.
Its sea boerder contains a myriad of inlets
and coves and its land border runs through
hundreds of miles of dense juugle and
mountaincus country. ‘The length: and na-
ture of this border constitute the more ardu-
ous problems we face In our endeavors to
choke off the infiltratiorn. of eneray forces
and supplics.

The country is itself a land of curious mix-
tures. It has three distinct types ¢f terrain.
The coastal plain bordered on the west by
high hills and mountains estends approxi-
madtely 900 miles south from the 17th parallel
along the east coast of South Vietnum. This
plain containsg small cities and populated
areas; there are beautiful sandy beaches
backed by rolling dunes, small winding riv-
ers and wastelands of marsh and swamp; and,
of course, the rice paddies.

An inland mountainous area, the Anha-
mite Mountain chain, extends from northern
T:a0s, southward along the northwes.ern bor-
der of Vietnam and through South Vietnam
to within 100 miles of Saigon. These moun-
tains are steep-sloped and sharp-crested; an
occasional narrow pass cuts a reluctant door
to desolate, dense jungle. Very few people
live in this rnountainous area, and roads and
traiis are few.

Extending north and south between the
South Vietnam, Laos, and Cambodian rorders
and the Annamite chain is a high plateau.
The vorthern and northeastern parts of the
plateau contain high mountains and dense
jungle forests. In the central and southern
parts the mountains level to large open plains
covered witl. tropical grasses, the jungle for-
est becomes less dense and roads and trails
are more nuUMerous.

The Mekong Delta area extends south and
southwest of Saigon and conslsts of extensive
flatlands. The delta 1s Iinterlocked with
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broad, meandering rivers and strcams which
are connected by a network of canals and
ditches. In these marshes and swamps are
the rice paddies, for this is the true rice bowl
of southeast Asla. Approximately half this
area is continuously covered by water during
the rainy season. The people generally live
along the streams and canals.

Vietnam is tropical. The humidity aver-
ages above 80. There are two seasons: o wet
season (monsoon) and a dry season——cach
about 6 months long. These seasons are re-
versed in the north and south-—when it's wet
in Saigon, it's dry in Hue.

In the southern delta region, the rains
usually begin in late May and continue
through Seplember. April and early Moy are
the hottest and most humid months of the
year.

Along the central coast, the rainy season
begins in Cctober, causes periodic floods
through December and continues with driz-
zles from January to March. July and Au-
gust are the months when heat and humidity
reach their peak. In pleasant contrast the
highlands are usually cool at night regardiess
of the season.

Now let’s take a look at the people of
Vietnam.

VieTnam— Its PEOPLE

The people of Vietnam are an old people
with a long and proud tiradition of civiliza-
tion. Until 1946 they were known as Anna-
mites and fought fiercely for their national
freedom. They were first conguered by Ching
in the early second century and for 900 years
considered a Province of China. But arcund
the year 1000 2 nationwide rebellion drove thie
Chinese out and the reestablished kingdom
stayed independent for the next four con-
turies. Again China conquered Annam but
this time was driven out after only 20 years
and from this time, 1428, Annam managed
to maintain a status of independence from
China. A short period of colonization by the
French, which started in 1863, chauged An-
nam’s status to a protectorate of France in
1884. The Japanese conquered the entire
area in 1940 and this ended with the end of
World War II. The Geneva Agreements di-
vided the country in 1954 and thus estab-
lished North and South Vietnam.

Vietnam's population is estimated at
roughly 32 million with about 15 million in
Bouth Vietnam.

There are a great many ethnic groups in
Vietnam. While the majority of the popula-
tion are Vietnamese, there are enough dis-~
sident groups to creat problems for a central
government. Many of the small businessmen
of the country are Chinese, most of whoin
were not citizens until 1954 when the Gov-
ernment authorized those Chinese born In
Vietnam to take out citizenship papers.

Approximately 80 percent of the population
live on farms—not farms as we kKnow them
but small parcels of land designed to main-
tain a family with just a little bit left over.
Until just this past year, South Vietnam has
continued to be an exporter of rice, one of
its basic commodities.

South Vietnam possesses the maierial and
human resources for a good society and the
prerequisites for a normal, even prosperous
life. So the U.S. assistance program was de-
signed and in 5 years South Vietnam made
substantial progress, such as:

One hundred and forty thousand peasants
received fracts of farmlands.

Production of rice and rubber rose.

School enrollment tripled, matched by a
similar increase in schoolteachers.

Three thousand medical aid stations and
maternity clinics were established.

A National Institute of Administration was
established to train Vietnamese for public
careers.

Several hundred manufacturing plants
were built.

Although the partition at the 17th parallel
had left the north with a much greater share
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of Vietnam’s industrial facilities, it was the
south that achileved the greater economic
advances. For example, in 1960 the gross
national product of South Vietnam was about
© 8110 per person compared to about $70 in
North Vietnam. In the same year food pro-
duction in the north dropped 10 percent; in
the south it rose 20 percent.

The Vietnamese are genecrally consldered
to be friendly, Like Americans they speak if
spoken to in the streets. They appear to be
an intelligent people, anxious and quick to
learn. They are a brave, courageous people
and their soldiers are good fighting men.

They are a proud people. They are Viet-
namese and proud of,it. They don't want to
be Chinese and they have proven they don't
want to be French, that they don’t want to
be Japanese and they certainly don't want to
be American. They have thelr own culture
of which they are justifiably proud. It 1s
part of their makeup. This great pride will
enable them to win their battle.

[From the Review, March—April 1965]
VIETNAM

(By Lt. Gen. T. A, McNamara, U.S. Army, re-
tired, executive vice president, Defense
Supply Assoclation)

In our Januery-February issue we touched
on the logistics problems at Cam Ranh Bay,
a fine natural harbor. Since that writing
I've read a very descriptive article in, the
Military Engineer written by a Capt. Lind-
bergh Jones which furthers my comments
and is, of course, & professional viewpoint,
In order to stress the logistics headaches of
over-the-beach logistics operations, I have
reprinted (with permission) several of the
magazine's excellent photos.

Sand is trouble. It is trouble to equip-
ment. It is trouble to road crews. It s
trouble to storage efforts. It s trouble to
malntenance. It gets in your teeth, in your
hair, and in your dreams. It is trouble in
many forms.

Sandy areas provide, howevar, an accept-
able alternative to ports and provide a means
to empty vessels which, must of course, be
unloaded as quickly as possible.

I'm constantly startled to see the lessons
of World War II featured as new problems
in Vietnam. One would think we had
learned little from previous wars.

People who should know better comment
bitterly about the backup of ships at ports
in Vietnam as though it is something new.
It isn’t new. We had "200-pius vessels off
Antwerp at one time in World War II. They
could not be unloaded for months. They
faced damage from enemy aircraft, sub~
marines, and the then-new V-2 rockets.
There was a reason for their arriving in
numbers since they had to cross thet At-
lantic in the face of killer pack submarine
attacks. Therefore they traveled in con-
voys which were protected as best the Allies
could, Consequently many vessels arrived
at one time. Imight add we were very happy
to see these vessels.

Today we have no submarines presently
worrying our shipping, nor airplanes, nor

rockets. Yet we had a backup. The reason
is a simple one. We had off loading prob~
lems.

I mentioned to you in earlier articles that
port capabilities were limited especlally in
Cam Ranh Bay and the other smaller ports.

I'm sure you looked at the front cover of
our January-February issue, and noted the
narrow pier with the two vessels alongside,
Their booms can touch. The trucks have
to be backed Into loading posltion, There-
fore off loading was slow.

At least it was several months ago when
this lovely natural deepwater harbor was
a quiet port with one pler, Now it bustles
with activitles. There are four plers of
different capacities, one of which was
towed from. the east coast of the United

States, Our engineers are jusfly proud of
their accomplishments and Can Ranh Bay
is one of the ocutstanding examples for it is
now in full support of our troops. There is
no backlog of ships at this port as of this
writing. Before there were as many as 40
anchored in this 16-mile-long harbor. The
timely phasing of logistic troops to far shore
military efforts is most Important. Military
supplies can be moved in great quantity but
until means are available to recelve these
goods problems mount up to great helghts.
Can Ranh Bay is over its hump. Qui Nhon
is next and will be another chapter similar
to the spectacular logistics efforts of Cam
Ranh-—thanks to our professional logistic
troops.

People who comment on military efforts
assume many things. For instance the as-
sumption that the vessel has been loaded
properly and under good supervision 1s a
common one.

Modern vessels frequently load and dis-
charge at several ports. This causes con-
siderable damage to cargo if carelessness in
stowing has occurred. While a staff of
carpenters is usually available in the general
cargo trade to shore up cargo, sometimes
thelr work is curtailed. Usually the excuse
is that the sailing time of the ship will be
changed or that overtime would have to be

aid. -

P I don’t say that cargoes are in fact im
properly stowed, but I do say the assumption
we make that all is well 18 a broad one and
could be wrong.

It's the off loading that the military have
to worry about. If something has been
stowed wrong or heavy weather has shifted
the cargo then the off loading operation really
encounters additional problems.

Perhaps a flush type pallet has been used
because this is the type that 1s commonly
used in normal business operations within
the Btates. Normal buslness is automating
the palletizing efforts which they use. They
dislike the wing-type pallet that the military
us, As far ag I can see the difference to them
between the two types of pallets is miniscule.

But it is not so from the polnt of view of
the stevedores or the crcws than handle the
bridles used in loading or off loading through
the ships’ hatches. The dificulties of
hooking and unhooking the bridles on flush
pallets at our ports and in ships’ holds is a
far more lmportant consideration to DOD
than the perhaps doubtful advantages of the
fiush pallet.

Think with concern, If you will, of un-
loading flush pallets into a DUKW or an LCT
in choppy water. The boat crews would have
to have to manhually unscrew the ends of the
bridles to release them each time the small
craft recelved a pallet load. The same condi-
tion prevalled at the inadequate pler at Cam
Ranh Bay where the ships discharged directly
into Army trucks. Agaln the truck crews
would have to unserew each bridle to release
the flush type pallet.

Our readers must be consgtanfly aware of
the tonnage that comes via airplanes in addi-
tlon to that of vessels.

The Air Force has a great variety of serv-
ices to render In a theater such as Vietnani.
A cross section of photos will create an Image
of areas that, when physlcally covered by
actual ltems and tonnage, reach fantastic
figures. The demands on crews and their
imaginative response to requests placed on
them is an example one should consider.

There are many other areas such as maps,
fuel and ammunition. All take skilled per-
sonnel to handle, Aircraft are hungry for
fuel and when operating alrcraft are great
distances from home they must be refueled
in the modern technique that is now normal,

To an old five-galion drum man or a simple
tank truck supplier such as myself there is
a great fascination watching a refuelling
operation in the alr. The contrast between
the old and the new methods certainly is
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marked, It’s really breathtaking. Yet part
of the old steady pipeline of effort still
occurs today as sea tankers plow through
the Pacific swells in a steady column to the
transfer points where the alr fanker can load
and perform its part in this great logistic
effort.

Ammunition for bombing is a tonnage and
distribution problem constantly facing the
supply forces. A bomber requires a heavy
load to cover its farget.

Fighter aireraft carry a variety of weapons
for their types of targets. Precision plays a
great part of the teamwork of pilot, aircraft
and supply man,

Steady effort is the price our Armed Forces
must pay to keep up the pressure on an
enemy.

MAINTENANCE

While I have mentioned problem areas of
mud and sand, I haven't really touched on
the subject of maintenance.

It's constantly with the company com-
mander in Vietnam. Take a QM direct sup-
port company, for example. This is typlcal
of what & commander has to face. One has
his shower and bath elements spotted along
a road for 60 miles from his base camp. His
ration breakdown personnel and laundry
personnel are also scattered. He faces a
levy for 18 maintenance men and equipment.
His Graves Reglstration personnel are con-
stantly out on search and recovery missions
for downed hellcopters and their passengers.

In splte of this distribution of his
strength, this commander is responsible for
class I support of some 26,000 troops in the
base area—a problem further enhanced by
the fact this strength 1s composed of joint
troops with different eating habits. He must
supply class IIL supplies for the above force
Pplus three hospitals.

He must handle his normal company func-
tions. His day starts early and ends late.
Actually were one to go by the book he should
have another direct support company plus
their equipment.

This stretching of men and equipment
quickly brings him into the field of mainte-
nance. He feels the need for new laundry
and bakery equipment. Spatre parts and re-
pair parts are a real problem to him.

¥e knows however that he would never
trade this experience or job. Maturity has
suddenly been thrust upon him. He feels
that the basic logistics schools must get to
new blood in young officers. The ones he
looks at just don’t seem to give a damn.
His staff sergeants who seemed so good in
garrison life where all equipment is instalied
and maintained for them seem much less
than good under fleld conditions. They
should be the ones furnishing the knowledge
and experlence which a commander could
accept and support. He cannot do this and
in fact doesn’t dare accept, much less sup-
port, their acts. The commander is thrown
into unexpected details of maintenance.

For instance every washer and dryer he
hag is deadlined. They are powered by an
M38 jeep engine. This is the type that had
been sold to Korea and several other coun-
tries to Include the repair parts.
supply of parts fortunately is close by since
a Korean division is a neighbor. Conse-
quently, when four Korean Jeeps were
wrecked, by agreement needed parts were
furnished to help his supply.

For power he is using two 30-kilowatt gen-
erators found in the command to power his
washers and dryers because the 10 kilowatts
mounted on the trallers simply won't carry
the 18- to 20-hour workday and have long
a2go been burned out.

Maintenance is constantly with him, He
can’t stay out of it. He wishes he had spent
more time when he was a student learning
more about it.

He really knows that his officers and ser-
geants can produce. However, his team is
new and he must get results, The respon-
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sibility is his.
mander.

He Is the company com-

{From the Review, January-February 1066}
VIETNAM

{(By Lt Gen. A, T. McNamara, U.S. Army,
retired, executive vice president, Defense
Supply Association)

In ouv previous issue I gave as simply as I
could a description of some of the problems
nssoclated with the insurgents or guerrillas,
Then I wrote of the land itself and also some-
thing of the people of Vietnam. T have been,
of course, establishing the foundation and
buckground on which and against which I
propose to describe the logistic effort which
our troops have presently established in Viet-
nam and must increase in order to support
our military effort. I will add other items
ot interest to the younger officer.

We have a major logistic effort which faces
our U.S, troops in a distant foreign country.
Add to this the ingredients of well-trained
enemy guerrillas, terrain which limits the
use of modern weaponry, and people who
have participated in war for 20 years, and
you have a military dish that is difficult to
consume.

A great curiosity is inbred in a good logis-
tics officer. Where are we going, what does
the area lock like, can we use the type of
cquipment we were trained in, is there an
nbility to use local facilities, if any?

All are good and sound gquestions.

1et’s assuume we seek general knowledge
first and then proceed to the specific. Also
we will treat airfields later since in this dis-
tapt country they play such a great role in
our logistic support.

Tiecause of limited seaports and severed
roads, the U.8. logistic effort is a combina-
tion of several methods. Some ships go di-
rectly to a port and are completely unloaded.
some go to a port and are partially unloaded
and are then diverted to another port. Some
cargoes are off-loaded into smaller vessels.
A1l shipments, because of proper marking and
sound requisitioning, reach the proper units.
The question of course—are they received on
time? We will talk of this later.

A brief laak at a recent map shows Saigon
presently is our main port. Cam Ranh Bay,
a magnificent harbor, {8 a second, and Nha
Trang, Quinhon, Da Nang, Hue, and Quang
Tri follow.

Quang Tri, Hue, and Da Nang are all
deltas of small rivers and have limited ele-
vation above sea level—perhaps 20 feet.

Saigon, the largest port, handles over 3
raillion tons of cargo per year. Nha Trang,
Qui Nhon, and Da Nang handle one-half
million tons tngether.

Fxtensive roadbuilding programs are in
process of linking Qui Nhon to Pleiku, Nmh
Hoa to Ban Me Thuot, and Pleiku to Ban Me
“Thuot.

‘Thirty-two kilometers of four-lane, paved
highway link Saigon and Bien Hoa.

‘The majority of the country’s highway
bridges are of temporary, wooden structure
and neccommodate only single-lane, one-way
irathic.

Ihere are some 20,000 buses and trucks,
plus 50,000 cnrs in South Vietnam.

All of South Vietnam's large cities have
airports capable of handling jet aircraft and
most villages hove landing strips for short
landing-take off type aircraft.

‘The shoreline of most of South Vietnam
is hazardous to navigation because of the
many scattered islands, rocks, shoals, and
bars that lie off shore especially fringing
the headlands except for Cam Ranh Bay.

iiue has the country’s highest rainfall
average of 116 inches annually. Saigon
temperatures stays in the eighties. Dalat has

the lowest recorded temperature of 13° F,

and the highest is 108° F. at Qui Nhon.

The country’s maln internal transporta-
tion system consists of 1,400 miles of primary
and 700 miles of secondary canals where
canal barges, small motor junks, and sam-
pans carry freight and passengers.

Two-thirdls of South Vietnam’s 15,000
miles of roadway are paved and the re-
moinder is in poor condition. The system
is bottlenecked by its narrowness, many ferry
crossings, fords, sharp curves, steep grades,
and low bridge clearances.

The physical conditions of the countries
as evidcnced above, added to the types of
growth of plants, trees, and shrubs have
created the necessity for enclaves or hase
areas from which our military forces can
work.

Supplies which must be oflloaded into
small landing craft for movement into the
beach move steadily ashore. ticy resemble
a column of ants carrying small amounts of
food to store for harsher times. In this Far
East country the supply man hus a problem
of storage. To offset the rainfall he must
store on dunnage, in a well-drained area
and cover to protect from torrential rains
or burning sun.

He must have roads through his dump in
order to quickly reach his items and his lo-
cation plan must be accurate.

Local labor creates identification head-
aches. Security for 360 degrees is needed
around each point and you must accurately
check yecur firing lanes so your colleagues
are snfe [rom your fire. Ask for and tie in
with their fire plan also.

The logistic problems paramocunt In the
mind of officers or logisticians are many and
varied.

First let's acknowledge that there are some
basic problerns that seem to be present Iin
all military areas regardless of countries.
Ports present offloading problems especially
if a narrow river connects it to the sea. This
is the problem at Saigen, the largest port
which presently handles the heavy percent-
age of our cargo. The port ltself is part of
the city with the piers parallel tu the river
bank. The river poses some problems. It
is narrow and winding. Many ships put
their bows into the mudbank and let the
tide swing the vessel around.

Saigon has an airport and wariare brings
storage problems to airports. Rainfall
creates storage problems as the Swigon air-
port evidences, Some items must be pro-
tected from mortar fire.

Cam Ranh Bay is one of the finest natural
harbors in the world. Presently it has but
one long narrcw pier in use. Ships unload
on both sides. Trucks have to buck up to
the pier to get their loads. This creates a
bottieneck. Another long pier has been
recently constructed. 'The bay has lovely
sand beaches on which LST’s disgurge their
loads. Vet.icles can be quickly offloaded and
assembled in defined areas and bench head-
quarters con be rapidly established,

Sand creates storage problems. It 1s
difficult to move tons. But items must be
collected and moved to storage points.

Winds move sand rather rapidly and some-
times erode it from wunder stacks and they
tumble. Sometimes the wind piles sand
around and in items and they must be dug
out. Ferrics, homemade Lype, are of great
assistance in quiet water.

While we are laying in this heavy logistics
effort, ther: are other American officers as-
signed as f{raining teams to various Viet-
namese units who must not be forgotten.
They have a unique assignment which pre-
sents difficult and challenging features to our
young officers.

Let’s consider a Vietnamese Ranger Bat-
talion. Normally the Americans assign one
captain, one first lieutenant, two noncoms
who are light weaponhs infantrymen and one
private first class or specialist fourth class
radio felephone operatdr. Generally they
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carry two radios such as the PRC 25, a
member of the new family of radios.

The captain’s job consists of offering tac-
tical advice and staff advice. The team
generally tries to help in any area where
their assistance is needed. Somectimes they
dig for these trouble areas since people tend
to ignore problem areas in the hope that
time, et cetera, will streighten them out. In
garrison, as we all know, they make out
strength reports, after action reports and
monthly summaries plus a unit evaluation.
These have to do with matericl, men and
overall combat effectiveness.

These reports serve to alert American
channels of troubled areas or expected
trouble areas. Then the advisers in these
arcas can confront their couunterparts with
the facts in an attempt to help them solve
th- problems.

Operations are normally conducted during
daylight because during the night the unit
muct return to secure the compounds as-
signed to them to protect.

The American tcam’s job is to accompany
the battalion on the march. Usually the
lieutenant with one sergeant is placed with
one of the leading companies. This gives
him a good vantage point where he can aoh-
serve movement, ete. He checks in with the
captain who is accompanied by a sergeant
and his radio telephone operator. They stay
with the Vietnamese battalion commander.
The captain, through his communication
media, bas contact with the tactical opera-
tions center and observer aircraft, usually
1-19's. This enables him to call in for med-
ical evacuation, air strikes both direct and
Indirect, and for armed helicopters for sup-
port in ground operations,

In addition to the above, the captain must
effect any specific instructions he has re-
ceived from higher headguarters. His job,
therefore, is to advise, communiecante with the
air, and pass on all timely Information to
higher headquarters.

Most of the young company commanders
like this type of assignment. As one put it:
“It’s interesting, challenging, tiring, some-
times boring, #nd damned frustrating. But
I'm glad I'm here and not with an American
unit. I have full freedom, am trusted and
seeing things from thelr point of view—a
view all too often overlooked.”

Practically all officers with Vietnamese
Ranger Battalions emphasize the fact that
different terrain features, vegetation, etc.,
creite unique problems for each area and
that there are few common problems. One
officer said “* * * so I wouldn’t know about
area problems or their tricks of the trade un-
less I was there. It's funny, isn't it?"

All officers spoke of the mortars as their
worst problem. One said: “My worst fear is
mortars. I never reualized what o weapon
that was until they chased us all around 1
day. The next fear Is booby traps and mines.
These guys are pros.”

THE ROLE OF THE LAWYER IN THE
LEGISLATIVE PROCESS

Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. Mr.
President, William Allen, president of
the Boeing Airplane Co., has observed
that:

No movement in history for the improve-
ment of man’s condition and for the estab-
lishment of justice has ever succeeded with-
out the presence, the influence, and the
leadership of great and courageous lawyers.
No such movement, once established, has
been maintained against opposing forces
without the ald of great and courageous
lawyers. (47 A.B.A.J. 981) (1961).

This observation by Mr. Allen, a law-
yer turned businessman, finds ample
confirmation in the lawyer’s dominant
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whether this Nation can afford “guns
and butter,” it is equally important that
attention be focused on whether we have,
and will have, an adequate supply of
qualified manpower to staff and imple-
ment our expanding domestic programs
and military commitments. The Na-
tion’s ability to meet our manpower
needs will depend largely on the avail-
ability of quality educational opportuni-
ties in higher education—on the ability
of our colleges and universities to house
and educate our youth—and on the re-
sources, private and publie, that can be
mustered to guarantee that no student of
ability is denied an educational oppor-
tunity because of financial reasons. The
President yesterday called attention to
this matter and urged the Congress to
strengthen our national endeavor in the
area of higher education. His message
on education demonstrates the continued
interest and unyielding determination of
the administration to work toward “a
national goal of full educational oppor-
tunity” set last year by the President.

The successful legislative response to
the administration’s requests for ex-
panded and new Federal programs in
higher education 1s indicative of the
growing awareness In Congress and
across the country of the value of edu-
cation to the individual and to the
Nation. The President’s education mes-
sage emphasizing that “our education
programs must be administered wisely
and well” and his legislative program in
higher education stressing examination
and extension of ‘existing programs
rather than the Implementation and
establishment of new ones, mirrors, I be-
lieve, the mood and feeling of so many
in the eduecational community—that it is
time to stop, look and listen—to study,
evaluate and perfect before we venture
into new areas.

In accordance with the President’s re-
quests, the Congress will be asked to
reexamine two of the most successful
Federal education programs. The High-
er Education Facilities Aet under which
our colleges and universities are receiv-
ing grants and loans for the construction
of academic facilities will be considered
for extension and funding at a level
which is consistent with the demands
being placed upon our schools to provide
the instruetional space needed for the
predicted increase of nearly a million
and a half students in 1967 and the even
larger number expected In future years.

Testimony before the Special Subcom-
mittee on Education, letters recelved
from college presidents and administra-
tors, and discussions with members of
the educational community -demonstrate
clearly not only the value but the neces-
sity of providing Federal assistance
for construction purposes.
Congress will have an opportunity to re-
evaluate and study with the knowledge
that strong administration support will
be given to a continuation of the
program.,

Attention and consideration will also
be given to the provisions of both new
and the long-established student loan
brograms. Concerned college presidents,
administrators, students and parents

Fortunately

were, I am sure, reassured with the Presi-
dent's message to the effect that he is
proposing an orderly transition of the
national defense education student loan
program to the guaranteed program so
that no eligible student will be deprived
of the needed financial assistance. 'The
administration’s bill which I have intro-
duced today contalns a number of pro-
visions designed to effectuate this orderly
transition. Certainly these provisions
must receive very careful scrutiny by the
Congress and to this end the Special Sub-
committee on Education will begin pub-
lic hearings in the very near future.
Prompt attention to this matter is neces-
sary in order to insure that our colleges
and universities and our students will be
advised of the exact and final provisions

-just as soon as possible.

May I take this opportunity to com-
ment on another part of the President'’s’
message. We are all aware of the hos-
pital crisis in almost every major Amer-
ican city. As the urban population con-
tinues to grow, ever greater straln will
be placed on already inadequate re-
sources, The “PFather of Medicine,”
Hippocrates, observed several centuries
ago that “Healing is a matter of time,
but it sometimes is also a matter of op-
portunity.” In his health message, the
President recognizes the need to provide
those opportunities for healing and I
wish to offer special congratulations on
the program he has recommended to con-
struct and refurbish urban hospital sys-
tems badly in disrepalr. Advances in
knowledge are always welcome, But to
have the know-how and not the means
to apply it can have little practical value.
I am, therefore, very pleased by this evi-
dence of the President’s leadership in
what should be our joint determination
to transfer the learning of the laboratory
to the world of people by help In updat-
ing of hospitals, equipment, and the

training of personnel. m
VIETNAM

(Mr. SENNER (at the request of Mr.
KrEBS) was granted permission to ex-
tend his remarks at this point in the
Recorp and to include extraneous mat-
ter.) -

Mr. SENNER. Mr. Speaker, history
alone can ultimately determine whether
or not America has chosen the right path
in South Vietnam. Its decision will be
inexorable.

We, here and now, must move In the
direction that the needs of the present
and the lessons of the past dictate. We
cannot vacilate. We dare not hesitate.

Whatever the justice of our original
Involvement in South Vietnam may have
been—and men may debate the ethics
of that initial involvement until lttle
green apples turn into big red grapes—
the inescapable fact in that we are in-
volved. N

Yesterday, by a vote of 392 to 4, this
body authorized $4.8 billion for military
procurement to make certain our men in

‘uniform have the meanhs with which to

carry out this Nation’s obligations in
South Vietnam and other areas of the
world where similar obligations exist.
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There have been, and will continue
to be, efforts to explain what yesterday's
vote meant and what it did not mean.
I wish to state that my vote in favor of
the authorization clearly and emphati-
cally expressed my support of President
Johnson’s determination to halt Com-
munist terriorism and aggression in
South Vietham.

Recently, a major Arizona daily news-
baper, the Phoenix Gagzette, carried a
significant editorial concerning Amer-
ica’s role in Vietham. There is not an
abundance of occasions on which the
Gazette and I agree editorially. T in-
clude the editorial and a newsletter dis-
tributed to my constituents last month
for the study and comment of the Mem-
bers of the House.

[From the Phoenix Gazette, Feb. 17, 1966]
No Easy WAY IN VIETNAM

As any soldler knows, the only way to
win a battle is to attack the enemy and
destroy him. So, too, is that the only way
to win a war, a fact that President Johnson
quite obviously realizes, for all of the un-
solicited advice to the contrary.

The President has Indicated that he stands
ready to commit still more men, more equip~
ment and more arms--whatever 1s neces-
sary—to enable the allled forces to search
for the enemy, find him and destroy him in
Vietnam.

Surprisingly, there has been some senti-
ment, notably that expressed by George F.
Kennan, former U.S. Ambassador to Russia
and to Yugoslavia, and by retired Lt. Gen.
James M. Gavin, for the United States to
adopt a Maginot Line concept in Vietnam.

Kennan sald the U.S. forces should simply
“dlg in and wait” for & Communist peace bid.
Although Gavin endorsed “search and de-
stroy” operations against the Vietcong, he
opposed the additional commitments of
troops that may be necessary to conduct
them effectively.

Kennan’s tactical formula, which he dis-
closed in testimony to the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee, would lead to un-
mitipated disaster for the United States.
Granted the initiative, the Vietcong could
consolidate control in vast areas of Viet-
nam and selze stlll other territory. Ulti-
mately, the whole countryside would fall to
them, except those small areas where the
walting Americans were dug in, and even
those might well become untenable.

The Communists are not likely ever to
bid for peace under such circumstances.
The American forces ultimately would have
to come out of their holes and fight, under
even more adverse circumstances than they
face now, or, worse yet, retreat from the
Indochina peninsula.

General Gavin is worrled about the dan-
gers of overcommitment in Vietnam, and
his concern is valid, to a point. The de-
mands of the Vietnam conflict have reduced
the American strategic reserve—forces that
could be deployed In a new or intensified
emergency—to a distressingly low point.
Still, the answer is to reconstitute the stra-
tegic reserve, mot to commit fewer troops
than needed to destroy the enemy in Viet-
nam, :

Of course, there 1s unpleasantness in-
volved in mounting a destructive attack on
‘the Vietcong. It may require a substantially
larger Military Establishment, which means
higher draft calls and possibly a mobilization
of citizen-soldlers. Too, offensives always
produce casualties.

However unpleasant the task, though, the
fact remalins, as it has through history, that
there simply is no other to win, That is
the way it must be in Vietnam.,
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The number of older Americans is in-
creasing rapidly, at a rate second only
to the increase ol the population between
the ages of 5 and 14. And today the
very old age group—those 85 and over—
exceeds 900,000, an increase of close to
1,000 percent since 1920.

Congress has recognized this new dem-
seraphic preponderance of older citizens
and its accompanying growth in prob-
loms by devoting increasing legislative
attention to this group. In the last ses-
sion alone, the historic medicare pro-
posal came 1o life. And last session also
saw the birth of the Older Americans
Act, certainly not as far reaching as
inedicare, but definitely significant in
forms of its commitment to our older citi-
JEens.

In fact, Congress has been actively and
prolifically legislating in the interests of
onr elderly Americans for the past sev-
cral sessions—in the fields of health, wel-
fare, research, and expanding opportuni-
ties for productive activity by the elder-
ly. It would seem that the various
standing committees in the House are
saining through this increased experi-
ence a broad acquaintance with the
problems and iroubles which confront
the clderly.

Why, then, just at the time when more
knowledge is being gained by the com-
mitiees which handle legislation affect-
ing the elderly, is it desirable to create a
Select Committee on Aging?

1 can see the reasons clearly. As mat-
ters stand now, legislation for the aged
is handled pieccmeal and is created in-
dividually. A select committee with the
duty of conducting research and studies,
with the duty of holding hearings and
collecting information, can contribute an
overview and a perspective on the gen-
eral condition of the aging in the United
Btates. It can channel our legislative
energies, show where coordination will
be useful, and educate all interested con-
sressional parties to the priorities for
action.

It ecan serve as a center for specializa-
lion—providing experts with general
knowledge about the problems of the
elderly in relation to the specific areas
of health, welfare, social, and cultural
needs.

lispecially now that the framework of
legislation has been laid to assist the
older American meet his needs, we must
turn to the more subtle problems facing
an elderly citizen. “Man cannot live by
bread alone,” neither can an elderly
person find joy and satisfaction in his
later years mereiy by knowing that his
heaviest health needs will be partially
shouldered for him, or by knowing that
his meager pcnsion will keep him fed
and clothed and warmed.

Secretary of Labor Wirtz stated the
problem of the older American accu-
rately when he said:

It doesn’t make sense that the doctors
and scientists can do so much better about
removing the physical aches and pains of old
age than the rest of us are doing about end-
ing the bitter bruises of discrimination
against older pecple.

One subtle problem facing the grow-
ing group of our population that is over
age 65, is how to use their more robust

health and the long years of life that
they can expect to enjoy to some useful
end, whern the trend of our society is to
retire people out of the labor force at an
early age.

Another problem is whether to permit
the elderly to be grouped together in
enclaves within existing communities or
within special communities of their own
when they are still quite capable of con-
tributing their full measure to the main-
stream of our society.

These are areas where miuch research
must be done before we can reach valid
conclusions. ‘These are areas where
there are very few experts and very iittle
in the way of history. These are areas
where we must seek out, collect, and co-
ordinate opinion.

In short, these are areas where a spe-
cial select committee could function
very effectively——serving the Congress, its
senior committees, and above all the el-
derly citizens of the United States by
gathering the knowledge and experience
from which ve can plot our future
courses of action.

The Senate instituted its Special Com-
mittee on Aging 5 years ago. It was
prompted to this course of action by the
realization that the problems of aging
cut across all legislative fields of inter-

st, yet that there was 1no mechanism
for insuring that coordination of action
could take place.
could work for an interrelationship of ac-
tion and for a minimum of duplication
and waste.

The committee in the Senate has ac-
complished a great deal in its first few
years and it has greatly enlarged the
knowledge of the Congress on what the
problems of aging are.

The House is no less in need ot the
assistance of experts and research in
conducting its legislative duties. Indeed,
the proliferation of programs for the
elderly virtually obligate us to educate
ourselves as fully as possible in order to
legislate more wisely and effectively.

I hope that my fellow Members of
Congress will see the need as cleariy as
I do and support the creation of a Se-
lect Committee on Aging in the House
and my Resclution 191 which is ax fol-
lows:

H. RES. 191

‘Whereas there are now more than seven-
teen million pergons in the United States age
sixty-five and over—a group representing
more than 9 per centum of our total popula-
tion and more than 15 per centum of our
adult population; and

‘Whereas this group of senior American
citizens is expected to exceed twenty miillion
by 1970—thus continuing it as the most
rapidly growing segment of our entire adult
population; and

Whereas this group is faced with serious
snd continuing problems, including employ-
ment, housing, medical care, education, pen-
sions, and meaningful use of retirement
years; and

Whereas these problems have produced
and will continue to preduce serious strains
on the fabric of our national life making it
incumbent upon us to discover what social
and economic conditions will enakle our
senior citizens bcth to contribute to our
national productivity and to lead satisfying,
independent, and productive lives; and

Whereas the problems of our senior citi-
zens, while calling for action by various leg-

Such coordination

- e
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islative committees, are themselves highly
interrelated, requiring coordinated review
and recommendations based on studies in
depth of the total field—studies which of
necessity must range beyond the Jurisdic-
tional boundaries of any existing commitiec;
and

Whereas the problems confronting our
senior citizens are of such vital national cot-
cern as to require the full-time attention of
a select committee of the House of Repre-
sentatives: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That there is hereby created a
nonlegislative select committee to be com-
posed of fifteen Members of the House of
Representatives to be appointed by the
Speaker, one of whom he shall designate us
chairman. Any vacancy occurring in the
membership of the committee shall be filled
in the same manner in which the original
appointment was made.

The committee is authorized and directed
to conduct a full and complete investigation
and study of any and all matters pertaining
to problems of older people, including, but
not limited to, problems of maintaining
health, of assuring adequate income, of
finding employment, of engaging in procduc-
tive and rewarding retirement activity. of
securing proper housing, and, when neces-
sary, of assuring adequate care or assistance.

No proposed legislation shall be referred
to the committee, and the committee shull
not have power to report by bill, or otherwise
have legislative jurisdiction.

For the purpose of carrying out this reso-
lution the committee, or any subcommittee
thereof authorized by the committee to hold
hearings, is authorized to sit and sct during
the present Congress at such times and
places within the United States, inecluding
any Commonwealth or possession thereof,
whether the House is in session, has recessed,
or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, and
to require, by subpena or otherwise, the at-
tendance and testimony of such witnesses
and the production of such books, records,
correspondence, memorandums, papers, and
documents as it deems necessary; except that
neither the committee nor any subcomm:tiee
thereof may sit while the House is meeting
unless special leave to sit shall have been
obtained from the House. Subpenas may
be issued under the signature of the chair-
man of the committee or any member o the
committee designated by him, and may be
served by any person designated by such
chairman or member.

The committee shall report to the House as
soon as practicable during the present Con-
gress the results of Its investigation and
study, together with such recommendations
ag it deems advisable. Any such report which
is made when the House is not in session
shall be filed with the Clerk of the House.

(Mr. OTTINGER (at the request of
Mr. KreBs) was granted permission to
extend his remarks at this point in the
Recorp and to include extraneous mat-
ter.)

[Mr. OTTINGER'S remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Appendix.]

ADMINISTRATION'S REQUEST FOR
EXPANDED AND NEW PROGRAMS
IN HIGHER EDUCATION

(Mrs. GREEN of Oregon (at the re-
quest of Mr. Kress) was granted permis-
sion to extend her remarks at this point
in the Recorp and to include extraneous
matter.)

Mrs. GREEN of Oregon. Mr. Speaker,
at a time when widespread concern is
being expressed over the question of
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THE SENNER VIEW—REPORTS FROM
WASHINGTON .
{By GEORGE F. SENNER, JR.)
(Nore~Durlng recent weeks, I have re-~
ceived an Increasing amount of mail concern-
ing South Vietnam. This complicated and
frustrating problem involves every one of us.

So that the people of my Third Congresslonal -

District may know my position on our in-
volvement in South Vietnam, I am repro-
ducing here a letter I recently sent one con-
stituent.)

Dear Travis: Thank you for your recent
correspondence sharing with me some of your
thoughts relative to Vietnam.

I have been briefed by President Johnson,
Secretary -of Defense Robert 8. McNamara,
Secretary of State Dean Rusk, Ambassador to
the United Natlons Arthur J. Goldberg, and
other administrative officials. It is my con-
clusion that these public servants are doing
everything possible to secure for the South
Vietnamese people the right of self-determi-
nation in choosing the type of government
they want to represent them. Further, that
they are exploring every reasonable avenue
to stop Communist aggression in South Viet-
nam, and to preserve peace throughout all of
southeast Asia.

I thought that you would be interested in
a tally of the war survey taken of Congress
by the U.S News & World Report (Jan.
31, 1966) which gives the compilation of the
replies of 237 Members of the House of Repre-
sentatives and 85 Senators. A copy of the
same is enclosed, together with my comments
thereon.

Of late, there seem to be five types of letters
addressed to me by individuals: (1) total
withdrawal of U.S, troops from South Viet-
nam; (2)_the use of thermonuclear weapons,
regardless of the consequences; (3) when do
we win the war in Vietnam? If not—why
not? (4) continue the lull in the bombing of
North Vetnam and seek a negotiated pseace;
and (5) turn the war in Vietnam over to the
United Nations peacekeeping teams.

I am sure that all of us are for peace; and
that all of us are against the ugly and ter-
rible menace of Communist aggression,
forcing its will upon people. However, as
President Johnson said, three Presidents—
President Eisenhower, President Kennedy,
and President Johnson—have expressed their
intention to live up to our commitment as
indicated by this country’s expressions to
the Geneva accord of 1954, the first U.S. mili-
tary assistance being furnished in 19564 by
President Eisenhower, President Johnson
has told the American people that we did
not choose to be the keeper at the gate, but
there is no one else; that our word and our
commitment, given to the South Vietnamese,
will be kept and whatever our men need in
gung and moneys will be provided.

I have falth in President Johnson and his
advisers In attempting to bring this matter
to a quick and just solution with a minimum
loss of life to mankind. I can only hope,
with you, that this war will be brought to a
successful conclusion, with honor and the
freedom that we are seeking for the people of
South Vietnam. I hope, too, that this can
be accomplished as quickly as possible and
that our boys will be able to return to their
homes.

With warmest personal regards to you, I
remain,

As always, .
GEORGE F'. SENNER, Jr.

TALLY ON THE WAR SURVEY OF CONGRESS

A questionnaire was sent to all Members
of Conpgress.

Total number of replies: 272, This is
more than half the membership of Congress.

Included in the 272 replying were 35 Sen-
ators, 237 Representatives. )

No. 37——11

Each Member of Congress was told: “This
survey is completely anonymous and you
need not sign the gquestionnalre unless you
wish to do so.”” Some Members signed their
replies., Most did not.

Each guestion called for a *“yes” or ‘no”
reply. Additlonal comment also was invited.
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Some of those responding did not answer
every question.

Counting only direct “yes” or “no” re-
sponses, the column at the left shows how
the Members of Congress replied to each of
the nine questions.

HOUSE AND SENATE POSITION

1. In your opinlon, is it vital to the United
States to save South Vietnam from a Com-
munist takeover? House: 206 yes, 20 no.
Senate: 28 yes, 6 no.

2. Does the United States have a vital in-
terest in +the future of southeast Asia?
House: 219 yes, 10 no. Senate: 28 yes, 6 no.

3. If the Communists will not talk truce,
should North Vietnam be hit harder?
House: 190 yes, 23 no. Senate: 25 yes, 6 no.

4. Do you think North Vietham should be
bombed into submission, if necessary to win?
House: 155 yes, 45 no. Senate: 16 yes, 13
no.

5. Is the use of tactical atomlc weapons
unthinkable? House: 87 yes, 118 no. Sen-
ate: 22 yes, 10 no,

6. Should war be confined to ground oper-
ations, rather than ground war plus bombing
of the North? House: 17 yes, 203 no. Sen-
ate: 5 yes, 27 no.

7. Is this actually a good time to cut loss-
es and to get out? House: 12 yes, 2056 no.
Senate: 3 yes, 30 no.

8. Should we withdraw to coastal enclaves
to avold a blgger war? House: 19 yes, 192
no. Senate: 4 yes, 2b no. )

9. Should the war be allowed to return to
its purely guerrilla phase? House: 10 yes, 105
no. Senate: 1 yes, 22 no.

SENNER POSITION
Yes.

Yes.

Yes. Insofar as hitting “harder” applies
to military strategic targets and a complete
and effective blockade of strateglec war ma-
terlals and personnel in North Vietnam.

If by “submlission’ is meant total annihila-
tlon of the North Vietnam population, my
answer is “No.” If, on the other hand, sub-
mission means rendering the military inef-
fective to continue its policy of aggression in
South Vietnam, then my answer is an un-
equivocal ‘“Yes.”

The word “unthinkable” is misleading
here, for military, political and economlic de-
mands of the war in Vietnam require a
thorough evaluation of every possible action
and reaction. Therefore, to think of tacti-
cal atomic weapons is proper. As to their
actual use, I would be strongly opposed ex-
cept as a last resort in defense against
nuclear aggression,

No.

No.

No.

No. As long as the terrorists and aggres-
sors remain in South Vietnam they must be
searched out and rendered ineffective. The
South Viethamese people should have the
right of self-determination of their govern-
ment by free elections.

PERSONAL ANNOUNCEMENT

Mr. PURCELL. Mr. Speaker, I regret
very much that official business back in
the district prevented me from partici-
pating in the vote yesterday on the
defense authorization bill.

If I had been here I would have voted
in support of the legislation.

The President has my full and com-
plete support in his actions in the Viet~
nam crisis, and I am only sorry that
I ‘was not able to be here yesterday to
affirmatively express my support by vot-
ing for H.R. 12889.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granhted to Mr. DaGuE (at the
request of Mr. ArenNDs), for today and
tomorrow, on account of death in family.

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legisla-
tive program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

Mr. ParMmaN, for 60 minutes, March 3,
1966; and to revise and extend his re-
marks anhd include extraneous material.

Mr. Vanig (at the request of Mr. PaT-
MmanN), for 60 minutes, March 3, 1966,
immediately following Mr. Patman; and
to revise and extend his remarks and
include extraneous matter.

Mr. Roncario, for 15 minutes, today;
to revise and extend his remarks and to
include extraneous matter.

Mr. STAGGERS, for 10 minutes, today;
to revise and extend his remarks and to
include extraneous matter.

Mr. Poor, for 20 minutes, today; and
to revise and extend his remarks and
include extraneous matter.

Mr. Rooney of New York (at the re-
quest of Mr. Kress), for 15 minutes,
today; to revise and extend his remarks
and include extraneous matter.

Mr. McDoweLL (at the request of Mr.
Kress), for 10 minutes, today; to revise
and extend his remarks and include
extraneous matter.

Mr. ResNIick (at the request of Mr.
KRreBS), for 15 minutes, today; to revise
and extend his remarks and include ex-
traneous matter.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

By unanimous consent, permission to
extend remarks in the Appendix of the
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REcorp, or to revise and extend remarks
was granted to: :

Mr. CeLLEr and to include an article,
notwithstanding the fact that it exceeds
{wo pages of the ReEcorp and is estimated
by the Public Printer to cost $572.

Mr. CerLeEr and to include an article,
notwithstanding the fact that it exceeds
two pages of the Rucorp and is estimated
by the Public Printer to cost $286.

Mr. Rivers of Alaska in three instances
and to include extraneous matter.

Mr. Gross and to include a letter from
o constituent.

Mr. STAGGERS (at the request of
M. ALBERT) was given permission to re-
vise and extend his remarks in the
ILECORD.)

Mr. Horirrenp and to include a press
release from the State Department.

Mr. HarL {o revise and extend his re-
marks made in debate on H.R. 9963.

(The following Members (at the request
of Mr. Don H. CrauseEN) and to include
cxtraneous matter:)

Mr. BurTon of Utah.

Mrs. BorTon.

Mr. QUILLEN in two instances.

Mr. MIZE.

Mr. REIFEL in two instances.

My, PELLY in two instances.

Mr. YOUNGER in two instances.

Mr. Savior in two instances.

Mr. FiNo in two instances.

Mr. DEVINE.

M. MICHEL in three instances.

Mr. BrovurnL of Virginia in two in-
stances.

Mr. MoRSE in three instances.

Mryr. BoB WILSON.

Mr. Hawsen of Idaho in five instances.

Mr. DERWINSKI in two instances.

Mt. CONTE.

Mr. CHAMIERLAIN.

Mr. LANGEN.

Mr. MaTHIAS in five instances.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest, of Mr. Kress) and to include ex-
iraneous matter:)

Mr. RoncarIo in two instances.

Mr. CorMaN in two instances.

Mr. DINGELL in two instances.

Mr. MackIE in five instances.

Mr. FEIGHAN,

Mr. R1vers of South Carolina.

Mr. Enwarps of California.

Mr. AperTT in two instances.

Mr. PICKLE.

Mr. GONZALEZ.

Mr. (GIBBONS.

M. TavYLoR in four instances.

Myr. HUNGATE.

M. EVERETT in two instances.

Mr. GREIGE.

Mr. GiLLisan in two instances.

Mr. TEaGUE of 'Texas in eight instances.

Mr. O'Hara of Michigan.

Mr. MACHEN in two instances.

Mr. BoLLING in two instances.

Mr. WiLLiams in three instances.

Mr. GRABOWSKI in four instances.

Mr. BARING.

Mr. Fuqua in two instances.

Mr. STRATLON,

Mr, MULTER in three instances.

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

The SPEAKER announced his slgna-
ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of
the following title:

S.251. An act to provide for the establish-
tnent of the Cape Lookout National Seashore
in the Btate of North Carolina, and for other

purposes.

ADJOURNMENT
Mr. KREBS. Mr. Speaker, 1
that the House do now adjourt.
The motion was agreed to; accordingly
(at 6 o’clock and 12 minutes p.m.) the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Thurs-
day, March 3, 1966, at 12 o’clock noon.

move
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
E1'C.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, exccutive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s sable and referred as Jollows:

2120. A letter from the Acting Comiptroller
General of the United States, transmitting
a report of examination of financil state-
ments, fiscol year 1965, Virgin Islands Cor-
poration, Department of the Interior, pur-
suant to the provisions of 31 U.S.C. 851 (H.
Doc. No. 398) . to the Committee on Govern-
ment Operations and ordered to be printed.

2i21. A letter from the Secretary of De-
{fense, transmitting a report that authority
vested in the Secretary of Defensc to pay
special pay. in addition to other pay pre-
seribed by law, to certain officers, was not
exercised during calendar year 1955, pur-
suant to the provisions of section 306 and
seclion 310, title 37, United States Code; to
the Commiztee on Armed Services.

2142, A etter from the Director, U.S. In-
formation Agency, transraitting the 25th
Semiannua: Report of the U.8. Informa-
fion Agency, for the pericd from July 1 to
December &1, 1965, pursuant to the provi-
sions of Public Law 80—402; to the Commit-
tee on Foreign Affairs.

2123. A letter from the Assistant Director
for Legislative Reference. Burean of the
Budget, Executive Office of the Fresident,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to establish the Department of Tronsporta-
tion, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Government Operations.

2124. A latter from the Acting Comptrol-
ler General of the Unitsd States, trans-
mitting a report of examination of finan-
cial statements of Public Housing Admin-
istration, fiscal years 1965 and 1964 Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Deve.opment,;
to the Committee on Government Oyperations.

2125, A letter from the Secretary of the
Interior, transmitting a draft of proposed
legislation to repeal section 6 of the outhern
Nevada Project Act (act of October 22, 1965
(79 Stat. 1068)); to the Committee on In-
terior and Insular Affairs.

2126. A letter from the Secretary of Com-
merce, transmitting a draft of proposed
legislation to provide for a coordinated na-
tional safery program anad establisl:ment of
safety standards for motor vehicles in inter-
state comrerce to reduce traffic accidents
and the deaths, injuries, and property dam-
age which occur in such accident;; to the
Committee on I[nterstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

2127, A letter from the Admiaistrator,
Federal Aviation Agency, transmitting a draft
of proposed legislation to nmend the Federal
Airport Acht to extend the time for making
grants thereunder, and for other nirposes;
to the Committee on Interstate an« Foreign
Commerce.

2128. A letter from the Commissioner, Im-
migration and Naturalization Service, U.S.
Department; of Justice, transmitting a report
of orders entered in certain cases, pursuant
to the provisions of section 212(d) (5) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act: to the
Committee on the Judiclary.

2129. A letter from the Commissioner, Im-

migration and Naturalization Service, U.s.
Department of Justice, transmitting o report
of visa petitions approved according ccrtain
beneficiaries of such petitions third pref-
erence and sixth preference classificalion,
pursuant to the provisions of section 204(d}
of the Immigration and Nationality Aet, an
amended; to the Committec on the Judiciary.
2130. A letter from the Acting Chairman,
National Mediation Board, transmitting the
31st Annual Report of the National Mediation
Board, including the report of the National
Railroad Adjustment Board, pursuant to the
provisions of section 4, second, Public Law
442, approved June 21, 1934; to the Commit-
tce on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUB-
LIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. POWELL: Committee on Education
and Labor. H.R. 10721. A bill to amend the
Federal Employees’ Compensation Act to im-
prove its benefits, and for other purposes;
with an amendment (Rept. No. 1304). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union.

Mr. GARMATZ: Committee on Merchant
Marine and Fisheries. H.R. 12762. A bill
to authorize appropriations for procurement
of vessels and aircraft and construction ol
shore and offshore establishments for the
Coast Giuard; with amendments (Rept. No.
1305). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 4 of rule XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. STAGGERS:

H.R.13196. A bill to amend the Public
Health Service Act to increase the opportu-
nities for training of medical technologists
and personnel in other allied health profes-
sions, to improve the educational quality of
the schools training such allied health pro-
fessions personnel, and to strengthen and im-
prove the existing student loan programs for
medical, osteopathie, dental, podiatry, phar-
macy, optometric, and nursing students, and
for other purposes; to the Committec on In-
terstate and Foreign Commerce.

H.R.13197. A bill to amend the Puhlic
Health Service Act to promote and assist in
the extension and improvement of compre-
hensive health planning and public health
services, to provide for a more effective use of
available Federal funds for such planning
and services, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comi-
merce.

H.R.13198. A Dbill to amend the Public
Health Service Act to further promote and
assist in modernization of hospitals and
olher medical facilities through grants for
amortization of indebtedness incurred for
that purpose, direct loans, and guarantees ol
loans, and through grants for the planning
of such modernization, and to aitthorize
grants for development of new technology
systems and concepts in the provision of
health services; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce,

H.R.13199. A bill to amend the Clean Air
Act 50 as to authorize grants to air polluticn
control agencies for maintenance of air pol-
lution control programs in addition to pres-
ent authority for grants to develop. estab-
lish, or improve such programs; make the usec
of appropriations under the act more flexible
by consolidating the appropriation authaori-
zations under that act and deleting the provi-
sion limiting the total of grants for support
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In Washington we hear voices clamoring
for the scrapping of laws that require Amer-
ican ships be bullt in American shipyards—
this in total opposition to vur Nation’s bal-
ance~of-payments difficulties—this despite
the devastating blow it would deal to Amer-
ica’s shipyards which would stand to lose
annual revenues of $500 million, with em-
ployment and associated industries suffering

- as well—this In spite of the fact that every
other nation which aspires to greatness sup-
ports and encourages 1ts ship operators and
shipyards. It is both penny and pound
foolish. Other prophetic voices in Wash-
ington predict that air transport will domin-
ate the movement of men and materials in
all future emergencies—yet as of today, over
95 percent of the troops and supplies are
moving to Vietnam in ships.

We are the world’s richest nation—its
greatest importer and exporter, yet our mari-
time fleet is permitted to linger in strength
far behind the fleets of numerous other na-
tions. Though we strive to excel and exceed
in all else that we do, America seems content
to drift toward the day when we will find
ourselves & second rate maritime power—
if we aren’t that already. There continues
to be no true evaluation of this sorry situa-
tlon—no purposeful actions that are in-
tended to correct or remedy—no clear-cut
planning that will insure Americans the
securlty and prestige of a strong fourth arm
of defense.
efforts by Washington with respect to solving
the problems of our merchant marine over
the last decade, I would say the industry is
being studied to death.

We see constant reminders that the Soviet
Union moves rapidly in the construction of
a mighty merchant ileet. Indeed, this pro-
gram—the building of .ships for the
U.5.SR-—has become the leading industry
of Poland and East Germany. Though in
all other areas the Russians must contend
with a strongly competitive America—here,
in the construction and maintenance of a
merchant marine, they find themselves un-
rivaled and seemingly the only contender in
the race. These are facts that sicken.

Tt is well and fitting that our country
should compete zealously with ‘the Russians
in space explorations and in the race to the
moon. But certalnly it is a paradoXx that
with our desire to lead the world in this re-
spect, we seem to care so 1ittle about domi~
nance of the seas. The American philosophy
is steadfastly dedicated to preserving free-
dom and malntaining peace throughout the
world, In planning for this American dream
of a peaceful and progressive world, we nmust
recognize that there will always be & need for
ships—ships to protect and police—ships to
earry our products to all corners of the
world—ships to trade with the great family
of nations and thereby enrich, develop and
enlighten each port that they touch.

Despite all these rather elementary and
very obvious facts, the latest shock from
Washington is that the Congress has been
asked by the Department of Commerce to
appropriate enough funds for the replace-
ment this year of something like 13 ships.
We greet this news with disbelief. As the list
of ships that carry our flag on the trade
routes of the world grows pathetically
smaller—and as the Russians resolutely
move to build hundreds of ships—we are
only making token replacements. I hope you
can understand and share our utter despadr.

The function of government is to support
all means that will contribute to a country’s
progress, protection, afluence, and prestige.
We do this now in many areas of our society.
Yet, of all the billions that comprise our an-
nual budget, only a fraction of 1 percent 1s
applied in any manner or form to our mer-
chant marine, The seriousness of our ship-
ping plight does not arouse a Government
that seems indifferent nor a public that
seems unaware. The days when our packets
and clippers controlled the sealanes of the

If I had to characterize the.
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world are now far behind us—and our ship-
ping arm continues to wither to the delight
of all our adversaries.

Let us hope that America will experience &
reawakening to this vital consideration,
American shipping, shipbuilding and repair
are still strong enough and resourceful
enough to rectify these omissions 1f given
the opportunity, but time 18 fleeting. It
would be a splendid accomplishment to golve
and conquer the mysteries of outer space—
but might it not seem a rather hollow victory
if, at the same time, our Nation surrenders
the seas of this world to others?

Our company observes its 50th birthday
this year with a minimum of confetti but
with a great deal of pride. We feel the prob-
lem of recognition and support of the mari-
time industry, of which we are a part, will
someday be accepted and implemented be-
cause 1t 1s in the national interest, We will
continue to speak out on this Issue, work
diligently, persevere, exercise ingenuity and
grow. We look forward eagerly to the oppor-
tunities of the future. We subscribe to the
American dream of a contended and pros-
perous family of nations—and you may be
sure that Todd will be ready, as-al to
serve the ships of that community.

NINTH MISSION—THE DELAWARE
AIR NATIONAL GUARD COM-
PLETES FLIGHT TO VIETNAM
WITH VITAL CARGO FOR THE DE-
FENSE OF FREEDOM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from Delaware [Mr. McDowEgLL],
is recognized for 10 minutes.

Mr. McDOWELL. Mr. Speaker, the
Delaware Air National Guard has just
completed its ninth mission to southeast
Asia; this flight, too, was to Vietnam.

The mission was to transport cargo
vital for the defense of freedom. Taking
part in this flight were men from Dela-
war and Pennsylvania.

I am advised by Col. Clarence E. Atkin-

son, aircraft commander, Delaware Alr -

National Guard that—

This flight is the ninth mission to south-
east Asla for the Delaware Alr Guard since
December 1, 1965, in which our civillan alr-
men have done their part in support of the
military effort.

The men listed below have given volun-
tarily of their time and effort, taking leave
from their clvilian jobs and families to sup-
port the regular military Air Force in trans-
porting material to the Far East.

I commend the members of the Dela-
ware Air National Guard who partici-
pated in this mission on a voluntary
basis, and who took time from their civil-
ian jobs and their families to support
the regular military Air Force in trans-
porting vital material to Vietnam.

I include as part of my remarks the
following letter which I have received
from Col. Clarence E. Atkinson:

142p MILITARY AIRLIFT SQUADRON,
DELAWARE AIR NATIONAL GUARD,
New Cuastle, Del.
Representative HArRIS B. MCDOWELL, JR.,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C.

Dear CONGRESSMAN McDowerL: Again the
Delaware Alr National Guard has completed
a fiight to Vietham with vital cargo for the
defense of freedom.

This filght is in ninth misston to southeast
Asla for the Delaware Alr Guard since De-
cember 1, 1965, in which our civillan air=
men have done their part in suport of the
military effort.
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The men listed below have given volun-
tarily of thelr time and effort, taking leave
from thelr civilian jobs and families to sup-
port the regular military Air Force in {rans-
porting material to the Far East.

We will continue to inform you each time
Delaware 1s represented on the fighting
fronts of the world,

Best regards,
Col. Clarence E. Atkinson, Aircraft Com-
. mander, Delaware Air National Guard;
Capt. Richard Simon, New Castle, Del.,
Pilot; Lit. Donald Eyre, Claymont, Del,,
2d Pilot; Lit. Col. John Caulfield, Dover,
Del.,, Air Force adviser; Maj. Harold
Morrison, Wilmington, Del., Air Force
Adviser-Navigator; Lt. James Sisson,
Media, Pa., Navigator; Sgt. John Quig-
ley, Wilmington, Del., Flight Engineer;
8gt. Richard Harada, Newark, Del,
Flight Engineer; Sgt. Ben Phillips,
Wilmington, Del., Loadmaster; Sgt.
.Paul Lane, New Castle, Del, Crew
Chief.

VIETNAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. RESNICK] is
recognized for 15 minutes.

Mr. RESNICK. Mr. Speaker, the
American people are deeply troubled—
and deeply divided—about events in Viet-
nam. Our growing involvement in that
war has also been of great concern to me.
Although I had read everything I could
about the struggle and its history, I felt
that my understanding was only two-
dimensional without a personal visit to
Vietnam. I made such a visit in mid-
December, and this constitutes my report
of that trip to Consgress, the Nation at
large, and my constituents in the 28th
Congressional District of New York.

There are two parts to this report.
First, my observations of what is happen-
ing. And second, my analysis of why
they are happening. :

At the outset, let me stress that I went
over with an open mind and a completely
objective attitude. I was not trying to
veinforce any predetermined opinions
about the political and military situa-
tion there.

My main reason for going to Vietnam
was to visit the servicemen from the 28th
Congressional District, to bring to them
holiday greetings, and to assure them
that while everyone back home did not
agree with the administration’s policy in
Vietnam, we nevertheless appreciated
what they were doing there and intended
to give them all the support we possibly
could.

I also wanted to learn everything I
could from my personal observations and
conversations with the people there, not
only the generals but also the fighting
men, the Viethamese civilians, refugees
as well as peasants in the villages, and
the American civilians. I arrived in
Vietnam late on Sunday, the 19th of De-
cember, and left on the 27th.

During that time I traveled some 3,200
miles visiting most American installa-
tions, including Da Nang, Chu Lai, Bien
Hoa, Pleiku, and Lai Khe. I spent 1 day
aboard the aircraft carrier, U.S.S. Han~
cock, and 1 day visiting a city and two
villages in the Mekong Delta to observe
the operations of the civilian AID mis-
sions there. Oneé of my special reasons
for wanting to be in Vietnam at this par-

Approved For Release 2005/07/13 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000400050007-6



4418

ticular time was to attend Chanukah and
Christmas services in these outposts. I
had Christmas dinner at the special
forees camp at Tanh Linh. T was briefed
b the Military Assistance Command
Headquarters in Saigon by General
Westmoreland and Major General Stern-
berger. And T visited our sick and
wounded at. a fleld hospital in Da Nang,
the naval hosnital in Saigon, and the 3d
Evacuation Hospital in Tan Son Nhut.
¥ had many opportunities to talk to men
ol all ranks from all over the United
Slates.

There is no question that the GI’s
know the reason and the purpose behind
their presence there. They have a sense
oi dedication and their morale is high.
They lead a tough life. For many troops
it is a hardship tour with workdays of
from 14 to 16 hours and the constant
threat of death nearby. For others the
rreatest enemy was boredom and com-
nlete isolation. Many officers told me
that these men are far better equipped
Lhan the men they had commanded in
World War Il and Korea—from the
standpoint, of training, physical ability,
arms, and willingness to do the job.

Most of my traveling was done by air-
plane and helicopter. I learned very
quickly that we do not control the roads
in South Vietnam either by day or by
night.

Other than rides to and from Tan Son
Nhut airport, the enly time I drove any
distance at all was from Phu Bai to Hue.
A distance of about 9 miles. The only
railroad running in South Vietnam is
between these two points.

This lack of ground transportation
routes is a unique aspect of this war.
‘'here are no frontlines. In a conven-
tional war, once a position is captured
you know vou can bring your supplies
up from the rear. But in South Viet-
nam, like in the days of Indian fighting
in this country, each of our bases is like
an isolated fortress, and the war is
lought by expanding the perimeters of
these fortresses. Even though our mili-
kary strength is superior and our bases
arc secure within their expanding perim-
elers, the jungle roads between them are
controlled by the Vietcong. Two bat-
lalions—1,500 men plus tanks and
armored personnel carriers—were rve-
fuired to push a convoy of supplies from
idien Hoa to Phuoe Vinh, a distance of
25 miles.

This condition exists throughout
South Vietbam. While we have suffi-
vient supplies flowing from the United
States to Vietnam, a bottleneck starts at
ihe ship unloading facilities and con-
tinues to get worse as we try to move
our siupplies to our bases inland. The
vases cah only be supplied by air.
loads, where they exist, are gencrally
miserable. They are mere trails that
lurn mto mud 2 feet deep during the
rainy season.

One unique aspect of this fortress-
fought war is that, as our perimeters ex-
pand, we tind that we are provid-
ing  sanctuary for the civilians.
Wherever I went in Vietnam there were
refugees coming into the areas con-
trolled by the Government. Refugees
are created by many circumstances.
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True, some people became refugees be-
cause their homes were destroyed by
bombardment,, But most of them are
escaping from the terrorism, forced con-
scription, extortion, heavy taxation, and
food confiscation of tghe Vietcong. I
spoke directly with th.: refugees. throurh
an interpreter workingz for our AID Mis-
sion., Over and over again I heard tae
same story. :

Living conditions were such wunder
Vietcong control as to make life virtually
unbearable. 1 have pictures which I took
of two men who look like they just cane
out of Dachau. They were from the
village of Tanh Linh. About 5 months
ago they were riding with 14 other peo-
ple, men and women, in a bus to Saigon.
The bus was stopped and the pussengers
were taken from the bus. After worlk-
ing at forced labor for the Vietcong, with
very little to eat, they were turned loose
in the jungle when they would ro longer
work. Only three made their way out of
the jungle. Cne died immediately upon
arrival. When I visited the hospital on.
Christmas Day the other man had died
and the last of the three was on the verge
of dying. As a matter of fact, this condi-
tion was so critical that we flew him to
Saigon in my helicopter.

During my stay in Vietnam I invari-
ably met the chaplains of the Army, Air
Force, and Marines—and to a man they
felt wholeheartedly that we should be in
Vietnam. Many of them confided to me
that they had questions and doubts be-
fore coming there, but, after being there
and seeing how the Vietcong operated,
seeing the determination and the ambi-
tion of the South Vietnamese to live a
decent, free life, they were enthusiastic
in their suvport of our Vietnam policy.

Our soldiers and officers also have de-
veloped a dual role in Vietnam, helping
the civilian population to rebuild. Tha
GI's and Vietnamese civilians seem to
have a mutual respect and liking for
each other. You can walk down any
village street and immediately find your-
self surrouncded by what seem to ke thou-
sands of children, all yelling “O K O K”’
which is Vietnamese for “hello”.

CI’s, in whatever spare time they have,
can usually be found washing children,
building schools, building orphanages,
running parties for Vietnamese children,
distributing clothing to civilians, ot help-.
ing a Vietnamese farmer build a pigpen
or a chicken coop. In Kon Tun, whick.
is up in the central highlands and the
scene of much of the bitter fighting in
Vietnam, the boys from one of our in-
fantry battalions have raised $5,000 to
buy materials for an orphanage. When
the materials come in they are gning to
help these people build the orphanage
and I am sure they are going to continue
to support it after it is built.

I did not find any hatred of the Viet-
hamese pecple by the Americans or re-
sentment of Americans by the Viet-
namese people.

Not once did I hear the Vietnamese re-
ferred to as “gooks” or “krauts” or “li-
meys” or any of the other disparaging
names thatl soldiers in the past have
adopted for foreigners.

Our people there know that our job is
not only to establish peace but to leave
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a4 country that will be equipped for
beace—a country in which the lifespan
of the average person will g0 up from its
present 36 years.

I was never completely aware of the
fact that the Vietcong controlled various
areas of the country from the time the
Japanese left. There are many areas
like the Mekong Delta, the oubskirts of
Saigon, and up through the central high-
lands where there was never any gov-
ernment other than the French Govern-
ment and the Vietcong. Even the Japa-
hese did not control many of these areas
during their occupation years.

This control should not be confused
with popular support. It iz very inter-
esting to note that the Vietcong was
never effective in the big cities such as
Saigon, Hui, Da Nang, and other cities
where there were groups of people to-
gether who could defend themselves
from the Vietcong. But out in the
countryside it was a different story.

They could control the countryside,
but again, I believe the vast majority of
these people were controlled by Vietcong
terrorism rather than out of a philo-
sophical commitment to communism.

As we and the Government of South
Vietnam have succeeded in establish-
ing beachheads in what used to be com-
pletely Vietcong controlled country, we
are now seeing a very interesting phe-
nomenon. Now that they have a choice,
the people are voting—with their feet.
They are leaving the areas under Vief-
cong control and are coming into areas
under Government control.

I saw this demonstrated very graphi-
cally in the Mekong Delta. Mekong is
probably one of the richest and most
fertile farming areas in the world. This
area has been under the complete domi-
nation of the Vietcong as far back as
1940. Recently, however, the Govern-
ment has been able to win the people
over to its side because of the terroristic
and repressive nature of the Vietcong
regime.

The refugee problem we read about is
just that. People are becoming refugecs
from Vietcong control. Very often when
we think of refugees we think of people
leaving their homes and traveling great
distances. In Vietnam, a refugec may
have come only 2 or 3 miles—but the
difference in those 2 or 3 miles is that
they are safe from Vietcong taxation,
repression, and terrorism.

American civilians, working for the
State Department in our foreign AID
brogram, are doing an outstanding job in
helping these refugees build new lives
outside the totalitarian regime of the
Vietcons.

I will long remember the day I visited
the provincial capital of Answan and the
village of Ca Mau. I was grected at the
airport by the province chief and all the
local officials. Contrary to what many
people believe, all of the local officials—
the mayors, the province town councils,
and so forth-—are elected popularly.
They live in constant fear of assassina-
tion by Vietcong terrorists, along with
school teachers and other leaders.

I do not know of anywhere in the
world I could have received a warmer
greeting. They had banners out for me.
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The AID mission, which is called U.S.
Operation Mission, 1s concentrating on
helping the Vietnamese people to help
themselves. We are providing the tools
and commodities. The Vietnamese are
providing the ambition and the work.
We are bringing in agricultural experts
from all over the world to show the
farmer how to get the best yielding crops
and the most out of his land. We are in-
troducing & new breed of pig that will
increase the farmers’ income and help
to diversify their diet.

We are providing concrete so they can
build schools. We are drilling wells be-
cause fresh water is one of the problems
in the Mekong Delta. We are doing
everything possible to raise the standard
of living in those areas—and the people
are responding.

. They are responding by building
homes, and businesses. By building
schools. By providing teachers. The
Saigon government is responding by in-
stituting needed social and political
reforms.

There is a great demand for education
for the children because where the Viet-
cong were in control there were qo
schools. There was military training
but no schools. When the Vietcong gain
control of an area, the first thing they do
is shoot the teacher and blow up the
school, I saw one of these destroyed
schools in Ca Mau. ‘

I met with local Vietnamese officials.
Of course, some were good, some not so
good. I met some that were truly dedi-
cated. I wasparticularly impressed with
the provision chief of An Xuyn. He
walked among his people, he was inter-
ested in his people.
me was to tell the people of America
what conditions really were and what
the Vietnamese really wanted—schools,
hospitals—a better life. I think it would
be presumptuous of any American to
think that a Viethamese is any less sensi-
tive to the values of human life than we
are. They have tasted freedom and they
like it—and they are willing to fight and
die for it.

I do not know all of the answers about:

Vietnam. I am not sure that I even
know all of the questions. But I do
believe that our Nation is mature enough
to find the answer to the “why’s” which
are searing our consclences.

If we are to honestly address ourselves
to the “why’s,” then we must go back to
world War II when the Japanese left.
France made Indochina—Ilater called
Vietnam—a member of the so-called
French Commonwealth, a political entity
which entailed some self-government.
But then France reneged and reduced
Vietnam to the status of a colony. It
was this attempt to convert the Viet-
namese back into a completely domi-
nated colony which gave Ho Chi Minh
his first foothold in a popular movement.

Starting back in 1939 in the Yung Ning
Forest, Ho Chi Minh initiated the first
Communist movement in southeast Asia.
During World War IT his followers joined
with others in forming the Viet Minh,
which was & coalition of Vietnamese
troops working and fighting for inde-
pendence. “When France eliminated all
vestiges of self-rule, the Viet Minh once

His only request of |
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again became active. It is important to
remember at this point #hat the Viet
Minh, while led by Ho Chi Minh, was &
coalition representing a broad spectrum
of Vietnamese, whose common goal was
independence.
i ~we all KNOWR the war against
ance culminated in her defeat at
Dienbienphu. At this point Ho Chi
Minh was the victor and he wrapped
himself in the cloak of an agrarian re-
former; the leader of a peasant revolu-
tion. His Communist sympathies were
not apparent to the casual observer.
Now we come to the heart of the prob-
lem—the Geneva accords of 1954.
Those who disagree with the course of
action pursued by three American Presi-
dents—Eisenhower, Kennedy, and John-
son—come back to these accords and
ask, “Why were not free elections held

_as provided in the accords?”

But T would first like to ask another
question: “Why did the accords call for
free elections in the first place?”

Ho Chi Minh was at the high water-
mark of Communist domination of
Vietnam in 1954. At that time the
Vietminh, under his leadership, con-
trolled all of Vietnam except Saigon,
Danang, and Hue,

A complete power vacuwm existed.
The French were beaten. The English
had their hands full in Malaya and in-
dicated they wanted no part of the fight
in Vietham. And the Americans had
already declined to aid the French de-
fense of Dienbienphu. For all practical
purposes, Vietham belonged to Ho Chi
Minh.

The question now is why did Ho Chi
Minh agree to the partition, which
meant withdrawal of his forces to the
northern part of the country and giving
up his hard-won gains, and to the free
elections?

I think we all realize that totalitarian
regimes avoid free elections at whatever
cost. Why then should Ho Chi Minh
all of a sudden agree to free elections,
since he already had what he wanted?

It is my belief Ho set the stage for one
of the most cynical acts since Hitler
signed the Munich agreement. He was
planning a rigged election to pull off a
major political and psychological coup.

Keep two facts in mind. One, that Ho
Chi Minh was in control of the entire
country and most significantly of the
Mekong Delta—a rice exporting area, ina
part of the world where millions of people
go to bed hungry.

And, two, that he was & totalitarlan
leader agreeing to free elections. Let us
remember that the war Ho Chi Minh had
just won was not a war of communism
versus capitalism. It was a war of colo-
nialism versus nationalism. The post-
war world had seen many such con-
frontations: Indonesia, Algeria, Ghana—
and so Ho Chi Minh decided to go one
step further. )

Suppose, if you will, that he had de-
cided to prove what the Communists were
preaching throughout southeast Asia and
throughout the rest of the world—that
communism was the wave of the future
and that the people freely preferred com-
munism—and that Ho wanted to have
elections to show the world once and for
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all that he could establish a Communist
regime not by force of arms, not by mid-
night coups, but by democracy’s most
cherished weapon—the free election.

1f Ho had this in mind, he would have

~ done exactly what he subsequently did

do.

He agreed that all Vietnamese who
wanted to leave communism could go
South with the understanding that his
followers would go North. Many Viet-
namese did indeed go- South, leaving
farms and homes their families had
owned for countless generations.

‘But Ho never moved his people north.
Sure, the young boys went north for
military training. But his many Com-
munist followers whose homes were in
the south, remained in the south where
they conducted terroristic guerrilla, war-
fare against the non-Communist Viet-
namese. They recelved support and as-
sistance and direction from Ho, who,
from Hanoi, continued to maintain iron-
fisted control over most of the coun-
try’s land area and population, in viola-
tion of the Geneva accords. His bases
and military hospitals stayed right where
they always were in South Vietnam.
After agreeing to the establishment of
an independent Saigon-based Govern-
ment, he subverted his own agreement
by doing everything he could to destroy
that Government. -

So let us remember that it was Ho
Chi Minh, not the United States, who
violated the Geneva accords.

Many people in this country are un-
der the impression that the Vietcong are
villagers and peasants in the rural areas
who revolted against the oppression of
the Diem regime. 'This is not true, for
the simple reason that the Diem regime
was never established outside of Saigon,
Danang, and Hue. Even to this day there
are large areas of South Vietnam that
have never been controlled by the Cen-
tral Government in Saigon.

The Eisenhower administration real-
ized that to hold these elections would.
be to fall into the trap so cleverly set by
Ho—that free elections could not pos-
sibly be held under existing conditions,
and that the Vietcong would be the vie-
tors in a rigged contest. Furthermore,
I am convinced that Ho firmly expected
that the Diem regime could not survive,
and that he would win the country after
its collapse.

The Diem regime, however, did survive
for & number of years, and during this
time—until Diem himself became cor-
rupted by power—actually extended the
perimeter of freedom in Vietnam, and
won growing support among the South
Vietnamese people.

One of the reasons Ho is now "so in-
transigent is that his scheme backfired
and he no longer has any hope of regain-
ing the dominant political position he
enjoyed in 1954,

Fighting between the Vietcong and
South Vietnam has been going on con-
tinuously since the French withdrew.
This has been bloody fighting between
the Vietcong and South Vietnamese—
not American or other foreigners—who
have been trying to get the Vietcong yoke
off their necks. This is something we
often tend to forget—that the South
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Vietnamese have been engaged in this
war for many years. Itisnot only Amer-
icans fighting against the Vietcong to-
day. Hundreds of thousands of South
Vietnamese were fighting first, and are
still fighting for their country’s freedom.
And nobody has ever forced them to
fight.

Qur involvement in Vietnam began
with our desire to see the South Vietnam-
ese peoble have an opportunity to live
in a free society, and our wish to con-
tain Communist expansion down from
China and North Vietnam. Three Pres-
idents—-Eisenhower, Kennedy, and John-
son—and statesmen like Adlai Steven-
son, have defended our commitment
there on the basis that, while it is not
the ground we would have selected for
nurselves, it is the ground where events
have decided that the line against Com-
munist expansion in Asia must be drawn.
We have drawn such lines against com-~
munism before, in Greece, Turkey, and
Germany. I genuinely believe if we al-
lowed Vietnam to be swallowed up, the
next battlefields would have been in
Thailand and Laos.

{ heartily support President Johnson's
policies in Vietnam because he has tried
to walk the middle ground between two
dangerous and equally unacceptable al-
fernatives. A withdrawal of U.S. forees
would abandon the country to the Viet-
cong and set the stage for further Com-
munist agrression. At the other extreme,
lie has properly refused to follow the ad-
vice of hawks who would bomb Hanoi
and other northern population centers.
Our military buildup has had one pur-
pose: To demonstrate the strength of our
sleterminatlion to Ho Chi Minh in the
hepe of bringing him to the conference
table and discussing ways to establish
peace and freedom for Vietnam.

‘f'rue, we have escalated the war in
Vietnam. But let us not forget that the
North Vietnamese have done the same.
"'’he difference is a matter of degree, not
of principle. And the reason we have
cscalated was not to pound the other
side into submission, but to force them
to the conference table, where our dif-

ferences could be discussed and
reconciled.
turthermaore, the administration

recognizes the importance of bringing
real social and economic reforms to the
people of South Vietham. We are not
somg to win the war by bombing, but by
winning the people’'s allegiance with
cducational opportunities, homes, jobs,
more productive farms, better health,
and more democratic government. This
administration realizes that this is more
lhan a war of arms. Tt is also a war be-
tween systems of living. If we can open
ihe door of opportunity for the Viet-
namese and help him to a better life, we
will have taken the hizgh road to winning
the war of arms.

I’'resident Johnson’s peace offensive,
combined with suspension of the bomb-
ings of North Vietnam targets, was
recognized by most of the world as a
sincere effort to begin the walk to the
heace table. But it takes two to make
this walk, and no response came from
tIanoi. The shooting and killing could
cnd tomorrow if Ho Chi Minh decided
to sit down and talk with us.

The Vietcong may have the capability
of terrorist attacks and banditry for
many years to come, but it is becoming
increasingly difficult for them to oper-
ate with the freedom and on the scale
that they operated on in the past.

As our military i i"&?‘fw,
I am proud to say our soldiers have g
cepted their unique dual role. and are
helping the people of Vietnam stand on
their own two feet. Daily mora refugees
move into the refuge of the government
villages, going back into the fields by
day. and returning to the village at night.
While it is true that many of them have
been forced to beecome refugees by homb-
ings and military action, the majority
arrive because thay hate and fear the
Vietcong, and for the first time have an
opportunity to escape. We have fanned
the spark to be free, and our soldiers
have taken steps to see that the spark
stays alive and spreads.

We here at home can do no less than
support them enthusiastically, with faith
in the ultimate victory of frecdom for
the Vietnamese people.

o

A BILL TO AMEND THE BUCK ACT—
TITLE 4 OF THE UNITED STATES
CODE

(Mr. FOUNTAIN (at the request of
Mr. KrEBs) was granted permission to
extend his remarks at this point in the
Recorp and to include extraneous
matter.)

Mr. FOUNTAIN. Mr. Speaker, I have
today introduced, for appropriate ref-
erence, a hill to amend the Buck Act-—
title 4 of the United States Code—to
grant congressional consent to State and
local taxation of privately owned prop-
erties in Federal “enclaves” under speci-
fied conditions. I am pleased that the
distinguished chairman of the Interior
and Insular Affairs Committee, the
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. AspI-
NALL], is also sponsoring this legislation.

This legislation is recommended by the
Advisory Commission on Intergovern-
mental Relations to remove the tax im-
munity of the properties of private
bersons and businesses which results
only because they happen to be located
within Government installations over
which the Federal Government has ex-
clusive legislative jurisciction and the
States therefore have no jurisdiction.
This condition prevails only in & small
percentage of Federal installations. In
the vast majority of them, the Federal
Government does not exercise exclusive
legislative jurisdiction and private per-
sons within them are therefore subject
to generally applicable State and local
laws,

Properties owned by the Government
will not be affected by this bill.

The preposed legislation would carry
forward a congressional policy first es-
tablished in 1936 with the passage of the
Hayden-Cartwright Act and subse-
quently extended in 1949 by the Buck
Act and further extended in 1947 by the
Military Leasing Act. In this series of
acts, Congress consented to the appli-
cation of gasoline, sales and use, iricome,
and several other categories of Stute and
local tax laws within Federal “ernclaves”
in the interest of both the equal tax
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treatment of private persons within and
without these Federal areas and of State
and local revenues.

Legislation to grant congressional con-
sent to the taxation of privately owned
properties in Federal enclaves has been
introduced in Congress in past years but
has failed to gain support, apparently,
because of the absence of any assurance
to the Congress that the States would
barallel the exercise of taxing rights with
the provision of services and privileges
to the residents of these enclaves and to
their families. In some areas these resi-
dents are denied health, welfare, and
educational facilities and other privi-
leges of citizenship provided to other
residents of the State. The bill I have
introduced would solve this provlem by
making the consent of Congress to the
imposition of property taxes conditioned
upon certification “that persons living
and working in areas under the exclusive
Federal legislative jurisdietion within the
State are afforded substantially the same
rights and privileges and tax supported
services as those available to other resi-
dents of the State.”

The revenue impact of this legislation
on local finances will be relatively small,
but its contribution to the improvement
of Federal-local relations will be large.

The unequal tax treatment of property
owners in substantially identical situa-
tions, differing only in the respect that
the location of their properties is inside
or outside Federal enclaves by accident
of the form of government ownership of
property, has long been a source of in-
tergovernmental friction. The legisla-
tion will be very beneficial to some in-
dividual jurisdictions, particularly in the
Western States where 50 percent of the
acreage under exclusive Federal legisla -
tive jurisdiction is located, and should
speed the extension of full privileges to
the residents in these Federal areas.

DEMOCRACY—WHAT IT MEANS TO
ME

(Mr. NATCHER (at the request of Mr.
KrEBS) was granted permission to ex-
tend his remarks at this point in the
Recorp and to include extraneous mat-
ter.)

Mr. NATCHER. Mr. Speaker, under
leave to extend my remarks in the
REcorp, I include herewith an excellent
essay entitled “Democracy—What It
Means to me” which was the winning
speech of Mr. Mike Byrne, of Hender-
son, Ky, in the Voice of Democracy Con-
test conducted annually in each State
by the Veterans of Foreign Wars. Mike
Byrne is a high school senior and T be-
lieve that the depth of his views will im-~
press each Mermnber of Congress.

The essay is as follows:

DeEMOCRACY: WHAT IT MEANS TO Mz
(By Mike Byrne, senior class, Holy Name High
School, Henderson, Ky.)

Often I have sat on the banks of the Ohio
and inhaled the life-giving breath of free-
dom. Freedom is the essence of demacracy
in America. The rabbit scurrying oway to
find a haven in the undergrowth; the mas-
sive oaks that seem to climb to the apex
of our world but always with. the infinite
freedom to climb higher and higher; the stag
on the opposite bank that rubs noses placidly
with its mate; the endless blue of the sky
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